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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue orvER, which will be found in another column, transferring 
fifty-nine actions from the Chancery Division to the Queen’s Bench 
Division was signed by the Lord Chancellor and Lord Coleridge on 
the 28th ult. Two of the cases were set down so long ago as 
November, 1887, and several more as early as April, 1888. It 
will be observed that no time is fixed by the order before which 
they will not be heard, so that it will be incumbent on the parties 
concerned to carefully watch the printed lists, which will not be 
published until next week. 


WE ARE GLAp to welcome what appears to be a very good county 
court appointment. Mr. yeas Joun McIntyne, Q.C., who, we 
believe, succeeds Judge Snacer, transferred to Judge Cooxr’s late 


district, has been the leader of his circuit, and is amply equipped | 


with legal knowledge and experience. It is, perhaps, a little 
ungracious under these circumstances to suggest that a lawyer 
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hours. By the way, are the learned judges members of the Civil 
Service for the purposes of the recent minute? If so, there will 
be some consternation at a certain legal assurance society. 





THERE HAS BEEN @ most inconvenient and extraordinary delay 
in the issue of the statutes which received the Royal Assent 
on the 24th ult. One of these—the Trustee Act, 1888— 
came into operation (except as regards one section) on that 
day, and contains provisions of the greatest importance to 
trustees, but, notwithstanding constant inquiries, we were only 
able to obtain a copy of the Act on Thursday last, too late 
for comment this week. To our personal knowledge, great in- 
convenience has been caused by this delay in advising trustees 
in pressing matters to which the provisions of the Act are applic- 
able, and the constant stream of inquiries at the office of this 
journal with regard to the issue of the Act has shewn that a 
similar difficulty has been widely felt. The subject of the delay 
in issuing Acts has been often discussed in these columns, and in 
1887 it was the subject of a question in the House of Commons. 
It is impossible to suppose that the blame rests with the large 
and well-managed office intrusted with the printing of the Acts. 
Our impression is that there are some officials who are not 
so prompt as they might be, and if (as we hope may be the 
case) the subject is again referred to in Parliament, we think it 
would be advisable to inquire what functionary is responsible 
for making up the “ Parliament Roll,” which is the authentic 
record of the Acts; how soon it is made up after Acts have 
received the Royal Assent, and who is the ‘‘examiner” of proofs 
of the statutes? It might also be asked on what principle the 
succession, as regards number of chapter, of a batch of Acts 
which receive the Royal Assent together is settled, or whether 
there is any principle at all applied? It would seem to have been 
extremely easy to have made the Trustee Act the first in order of 


who is fast approaching seventy years of age is too old for the | chapter, and the Land Searches Act the second; so as to have 


position ; and we do not mean in the least to imply that in Mr. | them issued at once. 


Instead of this, the Trustee Act is placed 


McInrynre’s case there is at present any ground for saying that | chapter 59, behind no fewer than fifteen other statutes. 


he will not be as competent for the discharge of his duties as he 
was ten years ago. We hope that he will long be as efficient as he 
is now. But the future must be looked to, and we think it is 
time to enter a protest against the appointment, either to the 
High Court or to the county court bench, of men who, in the 
ordinary course of events, must, before very long, become subject 
to the infirmities of advanced age. 


THE KNIGHTHOOD which has been conferred on Mr. A. E. 
Mittrr, Q.C., is a very well-deserved, if also a very inapt, 
recognition of long and valuable judicial services. The emphatic 
testimony to these services which was given on Monday by his 
colleagues and the bar, we believe, only expressed the opinion of 
all persons who have had experience of the old Railway Commis- 
sion. Under circumstances of no small difficulty, Mr. Mrzxex and bis 
brother commissioners earned for that body the confidence and esteem 
of every class within its jurisdiction; and, without in any way 
under-estimating the merits of his colleagues, it may safely be said 
that this result could not have been achieved unless the legal 
member had been a man of exceptional ability and high judicial 
qualities. The strange combination of events by which the public 
lose the services on the bench of a man who has proved himeelf 
fit for any judicial office could surely occur nowhere but in 
England. 


A Treasury minute has been recently issued, in which 
it is directed that no person holding a permanent post in the 
Civil Service shall be permitted to accept a directorship of a 
public company pending the decision of the Government on the 
point. This minute touches some of the higher officials of the 
legal branches of the Civil Service, and appears to be rather too 
sweeping. What power has the Government to interfere with the 
pursuits of public officials out of their working hours? No doubt 
the power of dismissal in case of disobedience would apply in 
certain cases; but even with this power it appears to be unneces- 
sary to word the minute in such a way as tu include more than 
can be intended. All that is intended must surely be to enforce 
abstention from any vocation which involves absence during office 








We rxint for the convenience of our readers so many of the Acts 
of the recent session as we are able to obtain in consecutive order ; 
but, owing to the many gaps which exist between the last of the 
Acts which we print and the Trustee Act, 1888, we are unable to 
give the latter this week. Comparing it, however, with the 
Bill which we printed last week (ante, p. 143), the alterations 
we discover are the following. The new matter is given in 
italics :— 

Section 1, sub-section 2, now reads simply—‘‘ This Act shall not extend 
to Scotland ’’; the exception appended in the Bill being omitted. 

Section 1, sub-section 3, r at the end, “‘ but not the official trustee of 
charitable funds.” 

Section 3, sub-section (2), reads at the commencement, ‘‘ No sale made 
by a trustee shall, after the execution of the conveyance, be impeached as 


| against the purchaser upon the ground ‘hat any of the conditions subject to 


which the sale was made may have been unnecessarily depreciatory, unless,” &c. 

Section 6 (1) reads: ‘‘ Where a trustee shall have committed a breach 
of trust at the instigation or request or with the consent im writing of a 
beneficiary,’’ &c. 

Section 8, end of sub-section (1), reads: ‘‘ or the proceeds thereof, sti 
retained by the trustee, or previously received by the trustee, and con- 
verted,” &c. 

Section 8, end of sub-section (1) (4), reads: ‘‘ but so, nevertheless, that 


| the statute shall run against a married woman entitled in possession for her 


separate use, whether with or without a restraint upon anticipation, but 
shall not begin to run against any beneficiary unless and until the interest 
of such beneficiary shall be an interest in possession.” 

Section 8, sub-section (3), reads: ‘‘This section shall apply only to 
actions or other proceedings commenced after the jirst day of January, 
1890, and shall not deprive any executor or administrator of any right or defence 
to which he is entitled under any existing statute of limitations.” 

Section 10, at end: The following words are added :—‘‘ unless the consent 
in writing of such person is obtained to such renewal on the part of the trustee.” 

A new section 11 is added as follows :— 

‘11, Power to trustee to raise money to meet fines on renewal of lease.) In 
case any money shall be required for the purpose of paying for the renewal of any 
lease as aforesaid, it shall be lawful for the trustee effecting such renewal to pay 
the same out of any money which may then be in his hands in trust for the 
persons beneficially interested in the lands to be comprised im the renewed lease, 
and tf he shall not have in his hands as aforesaid sufficient money for the pur- 
pose, it shall be lawful for the trustee to raise the money required by mortgage of 
the hereditaments to be contained in the renewed lease, or «f any other heredita- 
ments for the time being subject to the subsisting uses or trusts to which the 
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hereditaments comprised in the renewed lease shall be subject ; and no mortgagee 
advancing money upon such mortgage, purporting to be made under this power, 
shall be bound to sce that such money is wanted, or that no more is raised than is 
wanted for the purpose aforesaid.”’ 

Section 12 (1) reads, ‘‘ This Act shall apply as well to trusts created Ly 
instrument executed before as to trusts created after the passing of this Act.” 


Subject to the above alterations, we believe that the print at 
p- 143 represents the Act in its final state. 





Tue case of Charles v. Burke (W. N., 1888, p. 244) may 
usefully be compared with Re Marsh (37 W. R. 10, 38 Ch. D. 
630). The distinction between a power of revocation and new 
appointment and a mere general power of appointment is fine, but 
it may be most material. In Re Marsh a fund was settled on 
trust for certain persons successively for life, with remainder upon 
such trusts as 8. should by will ‘‘expresely referring to this 
power” appoint, and in default on certain trusts. In Charles v. 
Burke a fund was settled, with a power of revocation in P. not 
exerciseable by will, ‘‘ unless he should expressly refer to the 
said trust fund.” In each case the donee of the power, by his 
will, gave the residue of his personalty on certain trusts, and the 
question in each case was whether the will operated as an exercise 
of the power. The 27th section of the Wills Act provides that 
‘‘a bequest of the personal estate of the testator or any bequest 
of personal property described in a general manner shall 
be construed to include any personal estate . . . which 
he may have power to appoint in any manner he may 
think proper, and shall operate as an execution of such power 
unless a contrary intention shall appear by the will.” In Re | 
Marsh it was held that the words “ expressly referring to this | 
power ”’ were an attempt to impose a limitation on the exercise of | 
a general power of appointment which is not consistent with the | 
section of the Wills Act above referred to, and that the will | 
contained no expression of a contrary intention, and, accordingly, | 
that the settled property passed by the will. In Charles v. Burke 
it was held, following Palmer v. Newell (20 Beav. 32) and Pomfret 
v. Perring (5 De G. M. & G. 775), that, though a will does 
operate as an exercise of a general power of appointment, it does 
not operate as an exercise of a power of revocation, and, accordingly, 
that the settled property did not pass by the will. These decisions 
appear to be conformable tocommon sense. Where a general power 
of appointment is given to a man, it is really intended that he 
should be able to deal with the property as his own; but, on the 
other hand, where a power of revocation and new appointment is 
given to him, it is not intended that he should deal with the 
property as his own until he has revoked the settlement, and it 
would be contrary to common sense to suppose that he intended to 
revoke it unless he either referred to it or made an express gift of 
the property comprised in it. 











Tue racitity with which rights to light may be acquired, 
which was first created hy the Prescription Act of 1832, has 
been still further increased by the judgment of Kay, J., in Vooper 
v. Straker (37 W. R. 137). The 3rd section of the Act provides 
that the actual enjoyment of the access and use of light to and for 
any building for the full period of twenty years without interrup- 
tion shall make the right thereto absolute and indefeasible. The 
effect of this was to place the acquisition of a right to light upon 
an entirely new footing; to do away with any necessity for pre- 
suming a lost grant, and the consequent necessity that such a 
grant should have been possible; and to make the acquisition, as 
Lord Werstsvry, C., remarked in Zapling v. Jonee (11 H. L. Cas. 
290), a matter juris positiv’. It is only necessary, therefore, to 
consider whether there has been actual enjoyment without inter- 
ruption for the prescribed time. As to interruption, that is 
defined by section 4, which provides that no act shall be deemed 
an interruption unless it has been acquiesced in for a year; but, as 
to actual enjoyment, there is greater difficulty, andthe Prescription 
Act leaves these words to find their own interpretation. The only 
direct decision upon this point hitherto has been that of the Court of 
Exchequer in Courtauld v. Legh (17 W. R. 466, L. R. 4 Ex. 126). 
There a house had been erected and the windows put in, but it re- 
mained untenanted and unfinished inside for the statutory period of 
twenty years. It was held, nevertheless, that the right to light 
had been acquired. The light had actually passed through the 














windows, and though there had been no one personally to enjoy 
it, yet the existence of the windows‘was an important factor in 
the letting value of the house, anf consequently the passage of 
light through them was of importance to the owner. Here there 
was no doubt that the light actually passed through the windows, 
and the only question was as to who enjoyed it. Inthe case 
before Kay, J., the difficulty presented itself in a different form. 
There the building was a warehouse, the windows of which were 
occasionally opened, but as a rule they were closed with iron 
shutters. The exact intervals at which they were opened did not 
appear, but they were, in fact, opened from time to time —so often 
as the owner in the course of his business found convenient. It 
would seem that the only question here was whether this did, in 


| fact, constitute actual enjoyment ; bu‘ the court felt a difficulty in 
deciding this directly. If, to constitute actual enjoyment, a 


window must be opened a reasonable number of times, there is, 
again, the question, What is a reasonable number of times? 
Accordingly the easier method was adopted of raising a presump- 
tion in favour of the owner of the building. There, plain to be 
seen, were the window openings, and although these were usually 
closed with shutters, yet the shutters were movable, and the 
owner did, in fact, open them when he found it convenient to do 
so. In face of the presumption of actual enjoyment thus 
raised, it was for the other side to prove that the right had not, 
in fact, been acquired. But although the result is satisfactory, it 
seems to us that it would have been more useful, and more in 
accordance with the words of the Act, to deal directly with the 
question as to what constitutes actual enjoyment. In particular 
cases this may be a matter of difficulty, but such difficulties are 
continually arising in the administration of the law, and it is only 
by grappling with them that sure tests are created for future 
guidance. The present result is, that mere possibility of enjoy- 
ment, if supported by acts of user, however slight, is equivalent 
to actual enjoyment, unless the other side can prove the awkward 
negative that there has been no enjoyment such as to create the 
right. The amount of enjoyment required has thus still to be 
proved, but the burden of doing this is thrown in an aggravated 
form upon the wrong party. 





Wirn recarp to the preservation of parochial registers, to 
which we have several times referred, a suggestion which has 
recently appeared in the daily press, that a permissive Act should 
be passed on the lines of the Act of 1840 (3 & 4 Vict. c. 92), 
which should have the effect of allowing all parochial registers to 
be deposited at Somerset House, is of some value. It is possible 
that the registers already deposited there under the Act would 
receive considerable additions under such a permission, but it is 
also probable that a very large proportion of the existing registers 
would be retained in their present custody. Any source of income 
(such as these registers are to the parochial clergy), however small, 
would, in the majority of instances, be too valuable for the present 
custodian to part with, and if he were ever so willing to deposit 
his parish registers, so far as his personal interests might be con- 
cerned, the interests of his successor in office would have to be 
considered. A permissive Act would, however, seem to be worth 
trial. It would not bring in the registers from the large parishes 


| in cities and towns, where they are usually well cared for, but it 


might attract many from small parishes, where decay, consequent 
on neglect, is destroying these valuable records. The boon to 
the profession which would accrue were all such registers to be 
found in one place has been previously discussed. 





Tue PrererentiAL Payments in Bankruptcy Act, 1888, which 
received the Royal Assent on Monday week, contains a provision 
which should be carefully noted by landlords. Section 1, which 
is to have effect as part of section 40 of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1883, provides (sub-section (4) ) that— 


‘‘In the event of a landlord or other person distraining or having dis- 
trained on any goode or effects of the bankrupt or of the company, or 
having received any payment or undertaking in consideration of not so 
distraining the debts to which priority is given by this section {' é., rates 
and taxes and salary and wages of clerks, servants, or labourers], shall be 
a first charge on the goods or effects so distrained on, or the proceeds of 
the sale thereof, or, as the case may be, on the money so paid, or on the 
money payable under any such undertaking. Provided that in respect of 
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any money paid under any such charge the landlord or other person shall 
— the same rights of priority as the perzon to whom such payment is 
made.’’ we. 

We presume that this section,¥ notwithstanding the generality of 
its language, must be understood to apply only to distresses 
levied after the making of the receiving order, or, with leave of 
the court, after the commencement of the winding up. If so, 
the lesson is obvious, not to delay a distress on any tenant 
suspected of insolvency. 


- 








THE NEW RULES OF COURT. 


THe Rules of the Supreme Court which, we printed a fortnight 
since (ante, p. 123) come into operation on the 11th instant. The 
work of distributing the business of the official referees amongst 
them in rotation is transferred from the registrars to the clerk of 
the senior official referee, who is to distribute the business ‘in 
rotation or in such other manner as the Lord Chancellor may from 
to time direct.’”” It is not probable that the Lord Chancellor will 
devise any other mode of distribution, and, as regards this rule, the 
only change in which practitioners have an interest is that a new 
place is prescribed to which they must take their orders of refer- 
ence. A new provision is made that the senior official referee 
shall make a quarterly return to the Lord Chancellor of the state 
of the business pending before each referee, the first return to be 
made on the 11th of January, 1889. It appears that the rule 
which transfers the distribution from one official to another is 
simply made as a matter of convenience, and as providing means 
whereby the senior official referee may make his return as com- 
plete as possible. 

Another new rule (ord. 37, r. 52) extends the duties pre- 
scribed for the examiners of court with regard to indorsing on 
depositions ‘‘a statement of the hours within which the examina- 
tion began and ended” to ‘‘other persons appointed to take an 
examination ”’—i.e., to special examiners. We understand that 
Lord Justice Bowen is the author of this rule. It will be 
remembered that his lordship was, during the course of the 
last sittings of the court, greatly scandalized to find that this 
duty was not incumbent on a special examiner, and appeared 
to be under an impression that although an examination 
might be carried on for a considerable period at the rate of 
two or three hours a day, the examiner might charge fees 
for a whole day on every occasion. His lordship forgot that 
it is for the convenience of all parties that examinations should be 
taken at such times as all are able to be present, and that the 
fees are only charged by the hour, or by the day of six hours, 
according to the scale prescribed by the appendix scheduled to 
order 37. However, it appears to be right that the rule as to 
indorsing the depositions should be extended to special examiners, 
and no examiner so appointed will have reason to complain on 
that ground. 

The proviso which is added to ord, 51, r. 1a, affords a safe- 
guard, which has on several occasions been shewn to be neces- 
sary. In directing the sale of real estate, the judge is not to 
authorize such sale altogether out of court unless and until he 
is satisfied by evidence that all persons interested in the estate to 
be sold, mortgaged, partitioned, or exchanged are before the court, 
and are bound by the order; and the order authorizing the said 
proceedings altogether out of court is to be prefaced by a declara- 
tion that the judge is so satisfied, and a statement of the evidence 
on which such declaration is made. 

The new ord. 54, r. 9a, appears to have been drawn up with- 
out regard to existing rules, and, as regards the chief clerks, 
without reference to ord. 55, r. 17a. This new rule permits 
masters, registrars, taxing masters, and chief clerks, on the 
application of parties, and if circumstances require it, to hear 
avd dispose of applications on behalf of any other of the said 
officials respectively. So far as experience goes, there has never 
been any difficulty, when ‘‘the circumstances required it,” in getting 
one of these officials to act for his colleague, and it is difficult 
to see how this rule adds anything to former facilities or gives any 
power not previously existing. Parties applying must convince 
the proposed substitute as to the circumstances. In the case of 
absence of any official from illness or other good cause, a suffi- 
cient cause may exist, but it is to be hoped that this rule will not 





be held to constitute a sort of right of appeal, so that parties may 
apply to one official to grant an application which another has 
refused. 

The two new rules, ord. 55, rr. 13a and 15a, which permit 
applications to appoint new trustees to be made to a judge in 
person by summons at chambers, are very important. These ap- 
plications may be made ‘in all cases in which the court has 
jurisdiction to appoint new trustees upon petition.” This is an 
enlargement of ord. 55, r. 2 (8), which allows applications under 
the Trustee Acts, 1850 and 1852, to be made at chambers “‘in all 
cases where a judgment or order has been made for sale,” &c. It 
will be observed that the new order relates to applications for the 
appointment of new trustees, and does not include other applica- 
tions under the Trustee Acts, so that the question arises, whether 
a vesting order can be made under the new rule at chambers ? 








THE INDIRECT EFFECT OF THE RECENT RULE AS 
TO INVESTMENT OF CASH UNDER THE CONTROL 
OF THE COURT. 

Some cautious correspondents very properly propound the query 

whether they are, beyond all doubt, correct in advising their trus- 

tee clients that, by virtue of 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38, e. 11, they are 
now empowered (subject to specially restricted investment clauses) 
to invest their trust funds in any of the investments authorized by 

the new ord. 22, r. 17. 

There is, of course, a condition precedent, which no doubt 
our correspondents have observed. The power given by sec- 
tion 11 is subject to the proviso that the trustees are 
authorized by the trust instrument to invest their trust funds upon 
Government securities or upon Parliamentary stocks, funds, or 
securities. If they are so authorized, they may ‘invest such trust 
funds, or any part thereof, in any of the stocks, funds, or securities 
in or upon which by such general order [7.¢., an order made under 
the power conferred by section 10] cash under the control of the 
court may from time to time be invested.” The answer to our 
correspondents’ question depends upon the questions (1) whether 
the recent rule is duly made under section 10, and (2) whether 
it is within the power thereby given. 

As to the first question, section 10 empowered the Lord 
Chancellor, with the advice and assistance of the Master of the 
Rolls, the Lords Justices of the Court of Appeal in Chancery, 
and the Vice-Chancellors of the said court, or any three of them, to 
make general orders from time to time as to the investment of cash 
under the control of the court. Section 76 of the Judicature Act, 
1873, provides that ‘‘ all Acts of Parliament relating to the several 
courts and judges whose jurisdiction is hereby transferred to the 
said High Court of Justice and the said Court of Appeal respec- 
tively, or wherein any of such courts or judges are mentioned or 
referred to, shall be construed and take effect . asif the 
said High Court of Justice or the said Court of Appeal, and the 
judges thereof, respectively, as the case may be, had been named 
therein instead of such courts or judges whose jurisdiction is so 
transferred respectively; and in all cases not hereby expressly 
provided for, in which, under any such Act, the concurrence or the 
advice or consent of the judge or any judges, or of any number of the 
judges, of any one or more of the courts whose jurisdiction is hereby 
transferred to the High Court of Justice is made necessary to the 
exercise of any power or authority capable of being exercised after 
the commencement of this Act, such power or authority may be 
exercised by and with the concurrence, advice, or consent of the 
same or a like number of judges of the said High Court of 
Justice.” It is certainly odd that the latter part of this section 
should be confined to judges of the High Court, but we think 
that the former part of the section transfers to the judges of the 
Court of Appeal the powers of ‘advising and assisting” conferred 
on the old Lords Justices by section 10 of 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38. 
As, however, the signatories of the new rule include, besides the 
Lord Chancellor, two of the judges of the High Court, it would 
appear that, whether the jurisdiction of the old Lords Justices to 
consent is or is not transferred, the rule is properly framed ; 
though it would probably have been more correct that it 
should have been signed by two of the judges of the Chancery 
Division. It is clear that the new rule must be intended to be 
made under the power conferred by section 10 of 23 & 24 Vict, 
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ec. 38. Section 30 of the Judicature Act, 1875, provides that 
‘‘rules may from time to time be made in pursuance of section 18 
of the Court of Chancery Funds Act, 1872, with respect to the 
investment in securities of money in court’; but section 18 of 
the Act of 1872 expressly provides that the rules shall be made 
by the Lord Chancellor with the coneurrence of the Treasury, 
and there is no consent of the Treasury to the recent rule. 

With regard to the second point stated above, we have before 
discussed the question whether the new rule is not witra vires in 
so far as it provides for investment in Indian guaranteed railway 
shares ; the power given by section 10 being only to make orders 
as to investment in ‘‘ Three per Cent. Consolidated or Reduced or 
New Bank Annuities, or in such other stocks, funds, or securities” 
as the Lord Chancellor ‘‘ shall, with such advice or assistance, see 
fit.” We believe that the view we expressed, that shares are not 
within these words, is entertained by high authorities at the bar, and 
no doubt the point will not be lost sight of when the Trustees’ 
Investment Bill is introduced next session. The question has an 
important bearing on section 11 of 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38, for that 
section does not enable trustees to invest on any kind of investment 
which may be authorized for cash under the control of the court, 
but only to ‘‘invest such trust funds, or any part thereof, in any 
of the stocks, funds, or securities in or upon which by such general 
order cash under the control of the court may from time to time 
be invested.”” The fact that cash under the control of the court 
may for the time being be invested on shares which are not 
‘“‘ stocks, funds, or securities,’’ does not seem to authorize trustees 
to invest in such shares. 

The answer, therefore, to our correspondents’ inquiry ap- 
pears to be that, except as regards investments in Indian 
guaranteed railway shares, trustees who are authorized by their 
trust instrument to invest upon Government securities or Parlia- 
mentary stocks may, beyond all doubt, invest their trast funds 
in any of the investments authorized by the recent rule; and, 
as regards the excepted investment, trustees will probably run no 
practical risk in adopting it, for the question whether the new 





rule is ultra vires in this respect is certainly a doubtful one; it | 


is not very likely that any judge will desire to convict his brethren 
of a blunder in sanctioning the new rule, and the matter will 
probably be set at rest next session. 








THE REVISING BARRISTER’S 
MENT. 
Ir was announced recently in the House of Commons by a member 
of the Government, during the discussion on the vote for the 
salaries of revising barristers, that the Government did not con- 
sider the existing state of the law of registration satisfactory, and 
were intending to deal therewith so soon as they had an oppor- 
tunity. There is no doubt that the law with regard to the 
qualification of electors and registration is in a state of great com- 
plexity, and that a consolidation Act is much needed. It is doubt- 
ful how far it would be practicable to carry through enactments 
consolidating the various provisions relating to the qualification of 
electors, because it would be difficult to prevent attempts to intro- 
duce at the same time alterations of the law which would be 
beyond the scope of a measure of this kind; the same difficulty, 
however, would not apply to the mere machinery of registration 
—and, so far as that is concerned, any proposed measure would 
doubtless not be only a consolidation, but would include alterations 
and improvements. The leaders of the Opposition are also more 
or less pledged to deal with the subject. So that, whatever the 
course of political events may be, it would seem likely that the 
law of registration will be overhauled sooner or later. If the 
Opposition come in, possibly the existing machinery may be 
altogether swept away, and if they do not, it is impossible to 
prognosticate with certainty what the views of the present 
Government on the subject may turn out to be; but, assuming 
that the scheme would be to preserve in the main the existing 
legal machinery of registration, with such modifications and im- 
provements as might be deemed necessary to obviate certain 
palpable hardships and anomalies, there is one point in respect 
of which we are very strongly of opinion that an alteration of the 
present system of procedure is much needed. 
We allude to the restricted power of amendment given to 


POWER OF AMEND- 
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revising barristers. We think that the enactments with regard to 
that power require to be made broader and more explicit. We are 
prepared, not merely on theoretical grounds, but speaking from 
actual knowledge of the practical working of the present system 
of registration, to assert that much of the dissatisfaction that is some- 
times expressed with regard to it—dissatisfaction which is, to some 
extent, justified by hardship and injustice occasioned to persons 
entitled to votes—arises from the existing limitations of the power 
of amendment given to revising barristers. We are sure that a 
revising barrister feels often reluctantly compelled, by reason of 
these limitations, and of doubts and difficulties with regard to his 
power of amendment, to arrive at decisions which are felt by 
himself and those before him to be substantially unjust. The 
Legislature has provided an elaborate and very technical system of 
procedure with regard to notices of claim and objection and other 
matters connected with registration which, though the general 
scope of it may be sound and beneficial enough, is constantly 
being applied by the ingenuity of political agents, whether 
lawyers or laymen, to the purpose of defeating justice—.e., of 
preventing persons entitled to votes from getting them, and 
enabling persons to vote who are not really entitled to the fran- 
chise. Any deviation from the precise and somewhat complicated 


trequirements of the Acts which the most ingenious subtlety 


applied to the construction of a list or notice can detect is pounced 
upon for the purpose of defeating the real justice of the case, 
although it is sufficiently obvious that neither the party taking the 
objection nor any other person has been in the least misled or 
prejudiced thereby. Every revising barrister knows how, immedi- 
ately upon his taking his seat at a revision court, the agent on 
one side or the other often will, with an air of ill-concealed glee 
and triumph, announce that there is a flaw in the opposite party’s 
notices of objection or claim, as the case may be, and endeavour 
to make good his point by reference to a maze of sections and 
schedules without the least reference to any supposed prejudice or 
mischief to anyone occasioned by the defect, it being as plain as 
the sun at noonday that his objection is not one suggested by any 
real difficulty or trouble experienced, but the result of a keen 
ingenuity expressly directed to the detection of technical flaws. 
Everyone who combines practical experience of registration with 
anything like honest, unbiassed intelligence must know that there 
is very often no substance in these objections whatever, save so 
far as they may have the effect of giving votes to a number of 
people who are not entitled to vote, or vice versd, as the case 
may be. 

There is one unfortunate limitation of the power of amendment 
in particular which is constantly working gross injustice. The 
Acts provide that a revising barrister may not change the descrip- 
tion of the qualification as it appears in the list, except for the 
purpose of more clearly and accurately defining the same ; in other 
words, he must not amend an inaccurate description of the 
qualification where the description, if amended as proposed, 
would be the description of a different qualification from that 
originally described. The object of this limitation is obvious, and 
it appears at first sight theoretically very reasonable. Practically, 
as we believe every revising barrister would sdmit, it very 
frequently works the greatest injustice. The notion would appear 
to be to prevent a new qualification from being sprung upon the 
objector at the revision court when there is no opportunity for him 
to make inquiries, and the possible consequent retention on the list 
of a person not qualified. We doubt very much, for reasons 
which we have not space fully to explain, whether there is much 
substance at the present day in this notion; but, however that may 
be, we think that the object of the provision would be abundantly 
secured by giving the revising barrister a discretion to refuse the 
amendment in doubtful cases. The way in which the present 
system works in hundreds of cases may be illustrated as follows :— 


| A voter appears on the list as qualified in respect of No. 50, for 


example, in such a street, his real number being 59, and he has 
been duly objected to. The objecting agent being asked by the 
revising barrister the ground of objection, says that the number of 
the house which the voter occupies is 59, not 50, thus shewing 
that he knows perfectly well what the real qualification is: the 
revising barrister, if he strictly follows what we believe to be the 
effect of the Act of Parliament and the decisions, is powerlesss to 
amend, because, of course, No. 59 would be a different qualifica- 
tion from No. 50, as much as a house in another street would be ; 
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and thus a man loses his vote, though admittedly qualified, through 
a mere slip of the overseers, by which no one has really been 
misled or prejudiced. Our contention is that the revising barrister 
ought, in all cases, to have power to amend any defect, unless he 
is of opinion under the circumstances that the party relying on 
such defect has been substantially misled or prejudiced thereby. 
Nothing short of this will prevent provisions of the Acts which 
may be in the main sound and beneficial from being taken advantage 
of in order to defeat justice on merely technical grounds. We 
cannot see why there should be any hesitation in confiding this 
unrestricted power of amendment to the revising barristers, or any 
reason for supposing that they would use it otherwise than with 
discretion and impartiality. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
FEE ON WITHDRAWAL OF EXECUTION. 
[ To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—I have, as plaintiff's solicitor, just issued execution against a | 


defendant for over £20. The sheriff has had to withdraw in conse- 

uence of a bill of sale, and he sends me a claim for a seizure fee of 
£1 1s., and for mileage 6s., which it appears he is entitled to under 
the order as to fees under the Sheriffs Act, 1887. By this order the 
fees are payable by the execution creditor and are not recoverable by him 
from the defendant !! 

I have not observed any discussion on this subject in your paper, 
and I might have made some mistake in reading the order. I knew 
the debtor had a bill of sale registered against him ; but I did not 
know, and had no means of getting inside the defendant’s house to 
ascertain on behalf of the plaintiff, what was the value of the furniture 
included in the bill of sale, Issuing execution was the only means of 
ascertaining that. Why the judges have thought proper to allow the 
fees to be claimed by a sheriff and not to make the defendant pay 
them, is beyond my comprehension. Perhaps there is some explana- 
tion with which I am unacquainted, and the insertion of this letter in 
your paper might elucidate it. 

Such law as this, if I am right in my reading of it, protects 
debtors against their creditors with a vengeance. We might next 
expect an Act cancelling all claims. Christmas 
appropriate time for giving the Royal Assent to it! 

City, Dec. 28. A ConsTANT SUBSCRIBER. 

(The Order of August, 1888 (32 Soricrrors’ JOURNAL, 732), pro- 
vides that ‘‘ in every case where an execution is withdrawn, satisfied, 
or stopped, the fees under this order shall be paid by the person 
issuing the execution, or the person at whose instance the sale is 
stopped, as the case may be.”—Eb. 8, J.] 





TRUSTEES’ INVESTMENTS, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—Are we, beyond all doubt, correct in advising our trustee 
clients that, by virtue of the Act 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38, s, 11, they are 
now empowered (unless they are trustees under the Settled Land Act 


or otherwise have specially limited powers of investment) to invest | 
their trust property in any one or more of the investments authorized | 


by the investment rule of November, 1888. 
Country Soxicirors, 
(See observations in another column.—EDb. S. J.] 





REDEEMABLE SECURITIES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 
Sir,—Referring to the article at page 121 on trust investments in 
these securities, it will, I think, be found that in many recent local 
Acts, under which municipal corporation stocks are issued, trustees 
are prohibited from investing therein when the stocks are above par. 








The following are the arrangements made by the judges of the Queen’s 
Bench Division for the sittings of the courts in that division during the 
ensuing Hillary sittings:—Three courts will rit in Banco, the first of 
which will be composed of Justices Denman and Stephen ; the second will 
consist of Lord Chief Justice Coleridge and Mr. Just'ce Hawkins; and the 
third will be formed of Mr. Baron Huddleston and Mr. Justice Wills. Six 
courts will sit for the trial of special and common jury actions and cases 
set down to be tried without juries, the Judges being Mr. Baron Pollock 
and Justices Field, Manisty, Cave, Grantham, and Charles. Mr. Justice 
Mathew will be the judge in attendance at Chambers during the sitting. 





would be an | 


~ 





TRUSTEES’ INVESTMENTS. 


REFERRING to the article in our last week’s issue, as to investments 
by trustees in securities above par, th dellowing list of Indian 
guaranteed railway securities will onde? talending investors in dis- 
tinguishing those which come within the terms of the investment 
order of November, 1888, from those which obviously do not :— 
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NEW ORDERS, &c. 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—CHANCERY DIVISION, 
TRANSFER OF CAUSES. 
Order of Court. 
Friday, the 28th day of December, 1888. 


Whereas, from the present state of the business before the Chancery 
Division and the Queen’s Bench Division of the High Court of Justice 
respectively, it is expedient that a portion of the causes commenced in the 
said Chancery Division, but not being causes commenced for any of the 
purposes set forth in the 3rd sub-section of the 34th section of the 


Lord Chief Justice of England, as President of the last-mentioned 
division, do hereby order that the several causes set forth in the schedules 
hereto be transferred from the Chancery Division to the Queen’s Bench 
Division of the High Court of Justice, and be marked in the cause books 
accordingly. And this order is to be drawn up by the registrar and set 
up in the several offices of the Chancery Division of the High Oourt of 
Justice. 
First ScHEDULE. 
Causes assigned to Mr. Justice Kay. 


1887. 
Ungar & CovwSugg & Cold 1887 U 414 Novl4 
Boyd v Farrar 1886 B 5,819 Nov 19 

1888. 
Trade Auxiliary Cold v Jackson 1887 J 2,098 May 8 
Atkinson v Newcastle and Gateshead Water Co 1888 A 508 June7 
Meakin v Lancaster 1888 M 1,286 June13 
Tobogganing Syndicate ld v Whillams 1887 T 1,589 June 15 
Nusser v Smith 1887 N 1,151 June 25 
Kjaer v Barnes 1888 K 128 June 26 
Dimmock v Randall 1887 D 2,051 July 3 
Rogers v Gt Northern Ry Co 1888 R 1,018 July 4 
Piercey v Wareham 1888 P 447 July 1l 
Lord Tredegar v Pontypridd, &c, Ry Co 1887 T 1,046 July 12 
Lord Tredegar v Pontypridd, &c, Ry Co 1887 T 706 July 12 
Doughty v Plummer 1887 D 883 July 30 
The Mount Morgan West Gold Mines ld v Wotton 1888 M 636 

August 11 
The Mount Morgan West Gold Mines ldv Hill 1888 M 643 August 13 
Haslam v Macqueen 1887 H 409 August 13 
Chichester v Wilding 1888 C 2,677 November 10 
Thomas v Barry Docks, &c, Co 1888 T 1,022 November 15 
Mayor, &c, of Manchester v Andrews 1888 M 2,102 November 19 
Newsum ¢ Mann & Co 1888 N 857 November 22 
Seconp ScHEDULE. 
Causes assigned to Mr. Justice Chitty. 

1888. 
Post Card Automatic Supply Cov Shenton 1887 P 1,485 Aug 4 
Gumm v Wrighton 1888 G 1,023 Aug 4 
Willard v Puleston 1888 W 949 Aug8 
Maltby v Whitton 1887 M 4,479 Oct8 
Badische Anilin & Soda Fabrik v Dawson 1888 B 1,312 Oct 13 
Mort v Jones 1888 M 1,887 Oct 30 
Shawv Jones 1888 S 1,308 Nov 16 
Gover v Morgan 1888 G 1,275 Nov 29 
Russell v Corsellis 1888 R 715 Nov 30 
West Middlesex Permt Buildg Socy v Taylor 1888 W 2,585a Dec8 


Turrp ScuEepDvute. 
Causes assigned to Mr. Justice North. 

1888. 
La Trinidad, ld v Brown 1887 L 3,789 April 30 
Meynell-Ingram v Parr 1888 M 326 June 2l 
Todd v Mason 1888 T 818 July 14 
Commercial Cigar Cov Moss 1888 C 105 July 17 
Great Westn Ry Co v Black Lake Colly Co 1888 G 165 Aug8 
Heath & Co, ldv Johnson 1887 H 4,280 Oct 16 
Miller v Harper 1886 M 4,060 Nov7 
Browne v La Trinidad 1887 B 4,847 Nov7 
Automatic Weighing Machine Co, ld v International Hygienic Socy 1888 

675 Nov 23 

Hamblyn v Myddleton 1888 H 2,442 Nov 24 
Twite v Kempton 1888 T 1,029 Nov 28 
Kelway v Brice 1888 K 344 Dec4 


Fourtu ScHEpDvue. 
Causes assigned to Mr. Justice Stirling. 
1888. 

Crosthwaite v Steel 1887 C 2,289 June 21 
Nitrate Rys Cov F Huth &Co 1888 N 908 July 4 
Shorthouse v Scott 1887 S 5,317 July 27 
Streatham & Genl Estates Co, id v London & South-Westn Rs Co 1888 

S 1,000 Aug 2 P 
Rhodes v Deurance & Co 1888 R 480 Aug3 
Watkins v Aldershot Brewery Co, 1d 1888 W 1,443 Nov6 





Chadwick v Oxford Street Land Investmt Co, ld 1888 C 2,441 Dec 10 
Keymer v Horne 1888 K 650 Dec 12 
Jonesv Thomas 1886 J 1,498 Dec l4 


Firtu ScHEpvu.e. ; 
Causes transferred to Mr. Justice Kekewich. 


Trimming v Glenie 1887 T 1,132 April 18 

Moss v Metn Ry Co 1885 M 3,697 April 19 

Metn Ry Co v Metn Dist Ry Co 1886 M 3,996 April 25 
Par Tin Mine, ldv Endean 1887 P 925 May 2 

Beere v Ellis 1887 B 4,076 May 16 

Willcocks v Lamont 1888 W 295 July 4 


| Adams v Hotel Victoria, ld 1887 A 1,030 July 30 


Supreme Oourt of Judicature Act, 1873, and thereby specially assigned to | 
the said Division, should be transferred to the said Queen's Bench | 
Division ; now I, the Right Honourable Hardinge Stanley, Baron Hals- | 
bury, Lord Aigh Chancellor of Great Britain, with the consent of the | 





Hatsuvry, C. 
Corgninar, C.J. 


THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888. 


The following order has been issued by the Local Government Board, 
addressed to the returning officers of all the administrative counties in 
England and Wales, and to the corporations of all boroughs which are not 
county boroughs :— 

For the purposes of the first election of a county councillor for an 
electoral division which is either co-extensive with or wholly comprised in 
a borough, the mayor and town clerk of the borough respectiv@ly, subject 
as regards the mayor to the revision by the county returning officer of any 
decision of an objection, shall, in relation to the said election, have, with 
regard to all matters provided for in Parts II. and III. of the third 
schedule to the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, and all other matters 


| prior to the day of the poll, the same powers and duties as they respect- 





| 
| 


| ively have in relation to the election of councillors of the borough, and 


that although no writ has been directed to them or either of them from the 
county returning officer. 

The Local Government Act, 1888, and the enactments thereby applied 
shall be modified, so far as is necessary for the purpose of giving effect to 
this order. 

In this order the expression ‘‘ the mayor” shall include any alderman 
chosen in pursuance of section 67 (1) of the Municipal Corporations Act, 
1882, as applied by section 75 of the Local Government Act, 1888, to 
execute the powers and duties of the mayor. Any other expressions in 
this order shall have the same meaning as in the said Local Government 
Act. 

The order is accompanied by a circular, which is as follows :— 

Election of County Councillors, 
Local Government Board, Whitehall, S.W., 
15th December, 1888. 

Sir,—I am directed by the Local Government Board to state that they 
have had under consideration a question which has been brought to their 
notice in several cases as to the persons by whom, at the first election of a 
county councillor for an electoral division which is either co-extensive with 
or wholly comprised in a borough, the necessary proceedings in connection 


| with the election prior to the day of the poll are to be conducted. 


The board have deemed it expedient to issue an order on this subject 
providing that, for the purpose of the first election of a county councillor 
in an electoral division of the kind above referred to, the mayor and town 
clerk respectively shall have with regard to all matters provided for in 


| parts II. and III. of the third schedule to the Municipal Corporations Act, 


1882, and all other matters prior to the day of the poll, the same powers 
and duties as they have in relation to the election of town councillors. 
They will possess these powers, although no writ has been directed to 
them or either of them by the county returning officer, but the exercise 


| of the power conferred by the order on the mayor is made subject to the 


revision by the county returning officer of any decision of an objection. 

If the mayor is dead or absent or otherwise incapable of acting in the 
execution ot his powers and duties as to the election, the town council 
are required by section 67 (1) of the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, 
as applied by the Local Government Act, to choose an alderman to 
execute those powers and duties in the place of the mayor. The term 
‘*mayor”’ is defined in the order so as to include the alderman so chosen. 
Two copies of the order are enclosed. 

I am directed to add that the order will not, except so far as it expressly 
confers powers on the mayor and town clerk, interfere with the functions 
of the county returning officer. Thus it will still rest with that officer to 
fix the day for the first election of county councillors throughout the 
entire administrative county, iocluding the boroughs which it contains, 
and it will still be necessary for him to direct a writ, under section 75 (6) 
of the Local Government Act, with respect to the action of the returning 
officer in connection with the taking of the poll and the subsequent pro- 


| ceedings at the election. 





d 


Tan, &c., 
Hvcu Owen, Secretary. 








It is stated that during 1888 115 new law books were published, as com- 
pared with 73 in 1887. 


We learn that the old-established firm of Stevens and Sons, Liw 
Publishers and Booksellers, of 119, Ohancery-lane, and 14, Bell-yard, 
Lincoln’s-inn, has been incorporated under the Companies Acts with the 
title of Stevens and Sons (Limited). The whole of the capital has been 
——— by the members of the firm, and there will be no issue to the 
public. 
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CASES OF THE LAST SITTINGS.* 
Court of Appeal, 


SHURMUR v. YOUNG—No. 1, 20th December. 


PRACTICE—APPLICATION FOR JUDGMENT UNDER OrpeR 14—LEAvVE TO 
Derenp—Di1scretion To rmposk Tgrms—R. S. C., XIV., 1, 6. 


The plaintiff, having specially indorsed his writ of summons with a 
claim for £352 money owing by the defendant, applied for leave to 
sign final judgment under ord. 14, r. 1. The defendant filed an affidavit 
in answer setting up an agreement for payment by instalments. The 
judge at chambers gave the defendant leave to defend as to £300, part of 
the claim, upon bringing that sum into court, and unconditional leave to 
defend as to the balance. The Divisional Court (Lord Coleridge, C.J., 
and Wills, J.) affirmed this order. The defendant appealed, and it was 
contended for him that the practice at chambers was that if the defend- 
ant’s affidavit on its face stated facts which raised a defence, the defend- 
ant was entitled to unconditional leave to defend, unless the affidavit 
contradicted itself, or unless the plaintiff produced documents which 
shewed that the defence was unfounded. The judgments of Cotton, L.J., 
in Ray v. Barker (4 Ex. D. 284), and of Lord Coleridge, C.J., in Yorkshire 
Banking Co. v. Beatson (4 C. P. D. 215), were relied upon. 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal. Lord Esner, M.R., said that order 
14 was equivalent to a statutory enactment. No practice, however long 
and inveterate, could alter the meaning of the words. Therefore, if the 
practice at chambers was as alleged (which, however, he very much 
doubted), it could not alter the true interpretation of the rule. According 
to the rule the judge was bound to exercise his discretion in each case, 
and any rule of practice such as suggested would be in derogation of that 


discretion. By ord. 14, r. 1, the plaintiff must first indorse the writ | 


specially and must file the requisite affidavit. Upon that the judge, even 
if the defendant filed no answer, had a discretion whether he would allow 
final judgment to be signed or not. If, however, the defendant satisfied 
the judge that he had a good defence on the merits, an order for final 
judgment could not be made. The judge must, however, be satisfied. 
Or if the defendant disclosed such facts as might be deemed sufficient to 
entitle him to defend, final judgment could not be signed. That rule 
dealt with the power to order final judgment. Rule 6 dealt with leave to 
defend. By it, when the judge gave leave to defend, he might give it 
unconditionally or on such terms as he might think fit. There was no 
fetter imposed upon that discretion. The proposition contended for by 
the defendant would go to this, that if the defendant’s affidavit shewed a 
defence on its face, even though the plaintiff's affidavit in reply shewed 
the alleged defence to be unsubstantial, the defendant must have uncon- 


ditional leave to defend. There was no such rule as that contended for. | 


In support of this proposition one passage in the judgment of Cotton, 
L.J., in Rayv. Barker, as reported in 4 Ex. D. 284, was relied upon :—“‘ If 
the defendant’s affidavit sets up a good defence, the court has no dis- 
cretion and cannot order the money claimed to be paid into court.’? The 
language there was inaccurately reported, for it appeared from the reports 
in 27 W. R. 745 and 48 L. J. Q. B. 569 that Cotton, L.J., said, ‘‘ If the 
court or judge is satisfied, relying on the defendant’s affidavit, that the 
defendant has a good defence on the merits,” which was a very different 
thing. Moveover, Cotton, L.J., agreed with the judgments of the rest of 
the vourt. The result, then, was this, that if the defendant satisfied the 
judge that he kad a good defence, or if he disclosed such facts as might be 
deemed sufficient to entitle him to defend, final judgment could not be 
signed. But in either case under rule 6 the judge had a dis- 
cretion as to whether leave to defend should be conditional or uncon- 
ditional. The judge ought not to impose conditions if he was satisfied 
there was a good defence on the merits. If the judge was in 


doubt he would perhaps impose conditions, the nature of the | 


conditions depending upon the probability of the defence proving a good 
one. In his opinion that was the true reading of the rule. The language 
of Lord Coleridge, C.J., in Yorkshire Banking Co. v. Beatson (4 C. P. D. 
215)—‘‘ The cases shew that the true view of order 14 is that if there 1s a 
bond fide defence, not necessarily a good one and not necessarily a right 
one, the defendant is not liable to be put on terms ’’—must also be in- 
accurately reported, because he was a party to the order in the present 
case imposing terms. If his words were accurately reported they could 
not agree with them. The cases of Harrison v. Bottenheim (26 W. R. 362) 
and Thompson v. Marshall (28 W. R. 220) dealt with leave to defend being 
given, but did not say whether it should be conditional or unconditional. 
His lordship then went through the facts of the case, and said that the 
defence suggested was 8 most shadowy one and almost hopeless, and the 


appeal must be dismissed. Fry, L.J., said that, as regards the argument | 


that the course of decision at chambers had narrowed the operation of 
order 14, when a statute imposed a judicial discretion upon the judges 
there was no power in one judge to narrow that discretion. By rule 1 the 
writ must be properly indorsed, the affidavit must verify the sum claimed, 
and must state the belief that there is no defence. Upon those three 
things being done the judge had a judicial discretion in the matter. In 
the first place, if the defendant made no answer the judge might order 
final judgment ; but he might, if he thought fit, refuse to give leave to 
enter judgment, and he might impose terms under rule 6 upon giving 
leave to defend. Secondly, the defendant might satisfy the judge that he 
had a good defence on the merits, and then the judge clearly must give 
leave to defend. It was not necessary to say whether he could impose 
conditions under rule 6. If he could do so it was impossible to imagine a 





* These cases are specially reported for the SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL by barristers 
appointed in the different courts. 


| judge doingit. Thirdly, thedefendant might disclose such facts as might 
be deemed sufficient to entitle him to defend. That fell short of satisfy- 
ing the judge that there was a defence. The judge, then, hada discretion 
| by rule 6 to impose terms. That was the plain construction of the rule, 
and no practice at chambers could alter it. As to the cases cited, the 
width of the discretion given by the rule could not be narrowed or fettered 
by the mode in which other judges exercised it. Lorzs, L.J., said that 
he doubted whether the alleged practice at chambers really existed. The 
law was clear. Ifthe defendant made out no defenve at all or only a most 
shadowy one, the judge might order final judgment. If the defendant 
made out a good defence the judge could not order final judgment. If the 
defendant's affidavit raised a probable or arguable defence the judge had a 
discretion to impose terms. If, however, the defendant’s affidavit was 
opposed to undisputed documents under the defendant’s hand, the judge 
| might probably order final judgment.—Counsri, R. V. Williams ; T. Willes 
| Chitty. Soxscrrorns, BE. D. Lewis ; Rooks § Co. 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
Re ©. (A SOLICITOR), Ex parte FORD—C. A. No. 1, 20th December. 


Souicrror AND CLiIgnt—Costs—Taxation—OrpER FoR Payment—CLatm 
FoR NEGLIGENCE. 


Ford employed C., asolicitor, to conduct certain legal proceedings for him, 
and in respect thereof the solicitor delivered to him a bill of costs. 
Upon Ford’s application an order was made for taxation of the bill, and 
the costs were taxed at £19 10s. 2d., for which the taxing master’s 
certificate was given. An order was then made for payment of this sum 
by Ford to C. within four days. Ford appealed against the order for pay- 
ment on the ground that he had a claim for negligence against the solicitor in 
the conduct of the proceedings in respect of which the costs were 
incurred, and that if the solicitor was left to bring an action for the 
amount he would be able to counter-claim in respect of the alleged 
negligence. Section 43 of the Solicitors Act, 1843 (6 &7 Vict. c. 73), 
provides that it shall be lawful for the court or a judge to order judgment 
to be entered for the amount certified to be due, unless the retainer is 
disputed, ‘‘ or to make such other order thereon as such court or judge 
shall deem proper.’’ The judge at chambers and the Divisional Court 
(Pollock, B , and Manisty, J.) affirmed this order. 

Tue Covrr dismissed the appeal. Lord Esuer, M.R., said that there 
was only one answer to this app:al The client must pay the amount, and 
| if he had any claim for negligence against the solicitor he must bring an 

action in respect thereof. Fry and Lorgs, L.JJ., concurred.—CounssgL, 

Wildey Wright; Tindal Atkinson. Soxicrrors, Graham; Bolton, Robbins, 

Busk, § Co. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
THE HILARY BAR EXAMINATIONS. 


The examiners in equity set, perhaps, rather a harder paper than 
usual, but the paper in Roman law was as simple as un previous 
occasions. We confess it must be difficult for the equity examiner to 
frame fresh questions on trusts, as this subject has been a standing dish 
for so mapy years, but there is no need why question 3, with its definitions 
| of “‘ express trust,’’ ‘‘ resulting trust,’’ and ‘‘ constructive trust,’ should 
| appear so often. Question 4 has also been asked before. One of the 
| partnership questions was new, but the other two savoured of the past. 
No fault could be found with the specific performance questions, and on 
| the whole the paper was a fair test as far as the regulations go. As the 
questions in equity do not call for any abstruse ae of these sub- 
jects, there appears to be no reason why bar students should be let off with 
only three heads of equity jurisprudence; why should they not be required, 
like articled clerks, to get up the principles of equity generally? The 
questions in Roman law were very evenly spread over the prescribed 
portions of Justinian’s Institutes. 





THE HONOURS PRIZEMEN AT THE RECENT FINAL, 


*,* Our statement a fortnight ago, that Mr. Oattle, the fourth prize. 
/ man, only received occasional private coaching, was incorrect as 
| regards the word ‘‘occasional.’’ Mr. Cattle, we believe, received regular 
| private coaching in the five months’ class of Mesers. Gibson and Weldon, 











LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


The Right Hon. Cuartes Suaw-Lerevae, Viscount Eversiey, G.C.B., 
many years Speaker of the House of Commons, who died at his residence, 
Heckfield-place, Hampshire, on the 28th ult., in his ninety-fifth year, was 
the eldest son of Mr. Charles Shaw- Lefevre, barrister, and was born in 
1794. He was educated at Winchester and at Trinity College, Oam- 
bridge, and he was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in February, 1819. 
| In 1830 he was elected M.P, for the borough of Downton in the Whig 
| interest. In the following year he was returned for Hampshire, and for 

twenty-five years from the passing of the Reform Act he represented the 
Northern division of that county. In 1839 he was elected Speaker with- 
| out opposition, and during his term of office he was extremely successful 
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in supporting the order and dignity of the House of Commons. In 1857 
he retired on a pension, and he was shortly afterwards created Viscount 
Eversley, and was sworn in as a member of the Privy Council. He was 
the senior bevcher of Lincoln’s-inn, having been elected to that position 
in 1839. Lord Eversley was a magistrate and deputy-lieutenant for 
Hampshire, and he was for many years chairman of quarter sessions for 
that county. He was married in 1817 to the second daughter of Mr. 
Samuel Whitbread. He became a widower in 1857, and he leaves two 
daughters, but the peerage becomes extinct. Lord Eversley was buried 
at Kensal-green Cemetery on the 2nd inst. 





APPOINTMENTS, 


Mr. ALEXANDER Epwarp Mitte, LL.D., Q.C, has received the honour 
of Knighthood. Sir A. Miller is the only son of Mr. Alexander Miller, of 
Ballycastle, Co, Antrim, and was born in 1828. He is an LL.D. of 
Trinity College, Dublin, and he was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 
Michaelmas Term, 1854, when he obtained an open studentship. He was 
for several years editor of the Sorrcrrors’ JovurNAL. He became a Queen’s 
Counsel in 1872, and he practised for five years in the Rolls Court. He 
was legal member of the Railway Commission from February, 1877, till 
December, 1888. Sir A. Miller is a bencher of Lincoln’s-inn. 


Mr. Wriuram Marky, D.C.L., has been created a Knight Commander 
of the Order of the Indian Empire. Sir W. Markby, is the fourth son of 
the Rev. William Henry Markby, Rector of Duxford, Cambridgeshire, and 
was born in 1829. He was educated at Merton College, Oxford, where he 
graduated Ist class in Mathematics in 1850, and he subsequently pro- 
ceeded to the degree of D.C.L. He was called to the bar at the Inner 
Temple in Trinity Term, 1856, and he formerly practised on the Norfolk 
Circuit. He was a puisne judge of the High Court at Calcutta from 1866 
till 1878, when he was appointed reader in Indian Law in the University 
of Oxford, and he was afterwards elected a Fellow of All Souls and 
Balliol Colleges. 


Mr. Henry Stewart Cvmnincuay, barrister, has been created a Knight 
Commander of the Order of the Indian Empire. Sir H. Cunningham is 
the son of the Rev. John William Cunningham, and was born in 1833. 
He was educated at Trinity College, Oxford, where he graduated 2nd 
class in Classics in 1855. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
Trinity Term, 1859, and he formerly practised on the Home Circuit. He 
was Advocate- General of the Madras Presidency from 1873 till 1876, and a 
puisne judge of the High Court at Calcutta from 1876 till 1888. 


Mr. Lzonarp Henry Courtney, barrister, M.P., Chairman of Com- 
mittees in the House of Commons, who has been appointed a Privy 
Councillor, is the eldest son of Mr. John Sampson Courtney, of Penzance, 
and was born in J832. He was formerly Fellow of St. John’s College, 
Cambridge, where he graduated as 2nd wrangler and Ist Smith’s Prize- 
man in 1855. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 
1858, and he formerly practised in the Court of Chancery. He was Pro- 
fessor of Political Economy at University College, London, from 1872 
till 1875. Mr. Courtney was M.P. for Liskeard in the Liberal interest 
from 1876 till 1885, when he was returned for the Bodmin Division of 
Cornwall. He became Under-Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment in 1880, and Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies in the 
following year, and he was Financial Secretary to the Treasury from 1882 
till 1884. He has been Chairman of Committees since February, 1886. 


Mr. Henry pg Worms, barrister, M.P., Under-Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, who has been appointed a Privy Councillor, is the third son 
of Baron Solomon de Worms, and was born in 1840. He was educated at 
King’s College, London. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple 
in Trinity Term, 1863, and he formerly practised on the Home Circuit. 
He was M.P. for Greenwich in the Conservative interest from 1880 till 
1885, when he was returned for the East Toxteth Division of Liverpool. 
He was Secretary to the Board of Trade from July, 18835, till January, 
1886, and again from July, 1886, till last year, when he was appointed 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies. He is a magistrate and deputy- 
lieutenant for the County of Middlesex. 


Mr. Wiii1am Conran Rerves, Chief Justice of Barbadoes, has received 
the honour of Knighthood. Sir W. Reeves is the eldest son of Mr. 
Thomas Phillipps Reeves. He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple 
in Trinity Term, 1863. He was appointed a Queen’s Counsel for the 
island of Barbadoes in 1883. He was Attorney-General of Barbadoes from 
1882 till 1887, when he was appdéinted Chief Justice. 


Mr. Anprew Ricuarp Scostz, Q.C., who has been created a Companion 
of the Order of the Star of India, is the second son of Mr. John Scoble, of 
Toronto. He was born in 1831, and he was educated at the City of London 
School. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1856. 
Mr. Scoble was Advocate-General of the Bombay Presidency from 1870 
till 1875, and he became a Queen’s Counsel in 1876. He is a bencher of 
Lincoln’s-inn, and he was appointed Legal Member of the Council of the 
Governor-General of India in 1886. 


Mr. 2Engas Joun McIntyre, Q.C., who has been appointed a Judge of 
County Courts, is the only son of Dr. Aineas McIntyre, and was born in 
1821. He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Michaelmas 
Term, 1846, and he has practised on the North Wales and Chester Circuit. 
He became a Queen’s Comngel in 1872, and in 1875 he was president of 
the Boston Election Commission. He was M.P. for the City of Worcester 
in the Liberal interest from 1880 till 1885. Judge McIntyre is a bencher 
of the Middle Temple. 


Mr. Cuartes Mitzarp, solicitor, of Dolgelly, Portmadoc, and Towyn, 





has been appointed Clerk to the Magistrates for the Dolgelly Division of 
Merionethshire, in succession to his partner, the late Mr. Griffith Jones 
Williams. Mr. Millard was admitted a solicitor in 1881. He is deputy. 
coroner for Merionethshire, clerk to the Commissioners of Taxes, and 
clerk to the Dolgelly Highway Board and the Dolgelly School Board. 

Mr. Watrer Joun Deacon, solicitor, of Peterborough, has been ap- 
pointed Deputy-Clerk of the Peace for the Liberty of Peterborough. 
Mr. Deacon was admitted a solicitor in 1884. 

Mr. James Wuite Harrison, solicitor, of 26, Philpot-lane, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature. 

Mr. Gzorerk Danrex Futwoop Rosz, solicitor, of Birmingham and 
Wednesbury, has been elected Town Clerk of the borough of Wednes.- 
bury. Mr. Rose was admitted a solicitor in 1880. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DIssoOLvuTION. 


Rene James Tanourpin, Epwarp Tanovrprn, and THoomas Rowranp 
Harcreaves, solicitors and parliamentary agents (Tahourdins & Har- 
greaves), 1, Victoria-street, Westminster. Dec. 31. [ Gazette, Jan. 1. 








GENERAL, 


The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have issued a circular 
pointing out that among the Bills which received the Royal Assent on the 
day of prorogation were no less than three measures of law refor: 
initiated, framed, and entirely promoted by the Society. . 


Mr. Justice Denman will be in attendance at Queen’s Bench Judges’ 
Chambers on Tuesday next. On other days, applications in urgent 
matters may be made to his Lordship at his private residence, No. 8, 
Cranley-gardens, South Kensington, S.W., except on the 9th and 10th of 
January, when such applications may be made to his Lordship in the 
Judges’ room at the Central Criminal Court, Old Bailey. 


The Attorney-General has written the following letter in reply to an 
inquiry as to the eligibility of clerks to Justices to become members of 
county councils:—‘*‘The Attorney-General’s Chambers, 2, Pump-court, 
Temple, E.Q., December 27, 1888. Dear Sir,—Since I answered the 
question in the House of Commons my attention has been called to the 
sections mentioned in your letter, and I have also received a memorandum 
from the Parliamentary draftsman upon the subject; and the result of 
my further consideration is that I think-it exceedingly doubtful whether 
it would be safe for clerks to Justices to become members of the county 
councils ; at any rate those who hold tae present appointments.—I am, 
faithfully yours, Ricuarp E. Wexster. W. L. Williams, Esq.”’ 


‘*A London Solicitor” writes to the Times :—‘* The Middlesex Registry 
has closed its doors from Christmas Eve and proposes to re-open on New 
Year’s Day, and, as a consequence of this, it is not possible in the exist- 
ing state of the law to satisfactorily complete any dealing with freehold or 
long leasehold property in the county of Middlesex for nearly the whole of 
the week following the December quarter day. The loss of interest to 
many purchasers and mortgagors cannot be other than considerable, and 
the method adopted for communicating such an important announcement 
—vig., an unsigned notice suspended by red tape in one of the windows of 
the building occupied by the Registry—is inadequate. If the Middlesex 
Registry were to close its doors for good and all, many reasons could be 
adduced in support of such a course; but intermittent action such as this 
is vexatious only.” 


A correspondent of the Times writes that during the recent Western 
Circuit, which began on November 17th, the business at each place has 
occupied the whole time allowed for it, except at Bodmin, where there 
was one day to spare. At this place there were 75 prisoners, representing 
62 casee, but in one instance ‘‘ no bill ’’ was returned, and in another the 
prisoner (who was on bail) had absconded, which left 60 cases, 20 of which 
could have been tried at Sessions. Eleven working days have been 
occupied in disposing of the business, the court having been adjourned 
from the evening of the 22nd until the morning of the 27th. In order to 
prevent the Aesizes from being protracted to such an unreasonable length, 
it would seem advisable either that a second judge should be present, or 
that a paid Oommissioner of Assize should assist the regular judge if 
required. 


At the last sitting of the old Railway Commission, Mr. Littler, Q.C., bore 
testimony to the efficiency of the Tribunal and the invariable courtesy of 
the Commissioners, and said: ‘‘ I have one thing more to add, and that is 
how we all extremely regret one circumstance in regard to the new 
tribunal—that we shall lose the present legal member (Mr. Miller, Q.C.). 
We have all appreciated the care which he has bestowed upon the work ; 
we have all appreciated the kindness with which he has always endeavoured 
to shew us the difficulties which were in his mind ; and as, owing to circum- 
stances over which none of us have any control, he is about to come back to 
the Bar, I can only say, as one of those with whom he will come into 
competition, we shall very heartily welcome him back and feel that his 
legal acumen and general abilities will add greatly to the strength of the 
Bar likely to practice before the new Commission Court.” Sir F. Peel, in 
responding said, with regard to Mr. Miller: ‘‘ I think it is something like 
twelve years since my learned friend first joined this Commission, and 
during this long time we, the members of this Commission, have naturally 
seen a great deal of each other, of course in Court and also out of Court. 
I look back with pleasure to that intercourse with him. To my mind a 
colleague more agreeable to act with could never have filled his p'1ce, and 
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it it has been a pleasure to be joined with him in carrying out the Act of 
1873. I owe him, myself, many thanks for the readiness and kiadness 
with which he has al ways responded to any appeals that I have made to 
him at different times for his advico and assistance. 
that benefit for the future, but it is still satisfactory to think that the 
riuciples which he has promot: xd have been set out so clearly iu his 
different judgments that they are there still to guide us and to be 
referred to, and I think further with pleasure that his views, although 
he is no longer one of this Commission, will still assert themselves and 
exercise a beneficial influence on the course of this court under the 
new circumstances of the existence upon which it is about to enter.” 
Mr. Miller snid: ‘‘I can only say that [ retire after twelve yeara’ service 
under circumstances which I think are unprecedented, and which I will 
not pretend to believe are justifiable. 
consolation, and that is that [ do not doubt I carry with me not only the 
sympathy which has been so kindly and so eloquently expressed by my 
colleagues, but also that of the numerous members of the Bar who know 
the circumstances, and I trust that I may have in the future many oppor- 
tunities of meeting those with whom I have during the last twelve years 
been in such constant connection, and that, although the circumstances 
will be very much altered, the friendship will not.’ 


We shall lose 


{, nevertheless, feel one great 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. aa ~— 
Monday, Jan... 7 Mr. Pugh 
eS Lavie 
Wednesday ............. Pugh 
TRUER 0.00 .c0cc0000000 ve Lavie 
Friday ...... seis Pugh 
EE s68 vec cnctsntnsivees Lavie 

Mr. Justice 

NORTH, 
Monday, Dec Mr, Koe 
Tuesday ...... Clowes 
Wedne say... ’ Koe 
Thur sday ...... Clowes 
t ‘riday smions ns coe 
IID sic: cavennecanoeseee Clowes 





HILARY 
COURT OF APPEAL. 

Appea! Court, I. 

Final and interlocutory appr 

Queen’s Bench Divi 

Vivoree, and Admiral ivisio 

miralty), and the Queen’s Benca Livis on 
Sitting in Bankruptcy. 











¢ App. mo ex pte—org. 
ee ees Mae ory apps, 
Friday, Jan — apps from final list if 


required 
—— ~ : it Apps from the Q,B. Final 
Monday ... List 
Tuesday...... cat 
App. motne, ex pte—orgl, 
motis—and apps, from ords 
Wednesday 16<¢ made onivt-rlocutory mots 
& apps. from the final list 
if rc quire}, 
apps from Q B final list 
Bkcy apps & apps from QB 
Final List if nevessary 


Thurs. ov... 17... 
Friday, ae 


a 19) 

Mon, «eee 21 e Apps from Q B final list 
Tuesday 2.22) 

App. mots. ex pte.—orgl. 
mots.—and apps. from ords 
made on interlocu'ory mots 
and appsfrom the final list 
if required. 

Thureday ..24...Apps from Q B final list 

7 | Bkcy apps and apps from 
Friday ....25 i Q 'B ving List if nna ssary 


Wednesday 23 


Apps from Q B Final List 


Satday, a 
Monday . “. from Q B final lis: 
FUG: cesses 
App. motns. ex pie.—o-g). 
mots,—and apps. from 
Wed. sccscorers ordrs made on interlocu- 
tory motns and apps. from 
final list if requ red 
Thursday ...31. aoe from Q B final list 
cea we vy apps and apps from 
Friday, Feb , a’ final list if neces:ary 
Siturday 2 
Monday .... 4 
5 


Tuesday ... 4 


mots—and apps from ordrs 
mad: on interlocutory mots 
and apps. from final list 
if sequired 

Thursday .. 7,,,apps trom Q B Final List 
> r *Bkey apps and apps from 
Friday ..+. | Q B final list if necessary 
Saturday .. 
Mon, i | 
Tuesdy... ; "12 


Wednesday 


a mots. ex pte—org! 


Apps from Q B fiaa!l list 


App. motns. ex pte—Orgl. 
motns.—and apps.from ords 
made on interlocutory mtns 
and apps. from final list 
if required, 


Wednesday 13 


SITTINGS, we 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Kay. CHITTY. 
Mr. Godfrey Mr. Leach 
Rolt Beal 
Godfrey Leach 
Koit Beal 
Godfrey Leach 
Rolt eal 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
STIRLING. KEKEWICH. 
Mr. Jackson Mr. Ward 
Carrington Pemberton 
Jackson Ward 
Carrington Pemberton 
Jackson Ward 
Carrington Pemberton 


Thoursdy... -Apps from Q B final list 
a | Bkcy apps and apps from 
- thal Le a 13] Q B fical list if neceseary 
Sat... ) 


Mon.,, ... ‘Is | Apps from Q B final list | 
Pucs ay ....19 ») 


App motns ex pt:—Orgl 
mots—& apps from orders 
Wednes ....20 ¢ mad on interlocutory mtns 
je apps from final list 
if required 
Thursday.. 21...apps from Q B final list 
22$ Bkcy apps and apps from 
“1 Q B final list if necessary 
Saturday ..23 
Monday. 2335} apps from Q B final list 
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App motns ex pte—Oryl 
moins—& app; from orders 
Wednesday 27 4 made on interlocutory mots 
and apps from final list 
if required 
Thursday ...28.. Apps from Q B Fina! List 
: bBkcy apps and apps from 
Friday, Mar | } Q Banat list if th = sc 
Sat .....ee. 2...Apps from Q B final liss 


N.B.—Admiralty Appeals, with assessors, 
are taken in Appeal Court I. on specially 
appointed days. 


Appeal Court, II, 


Final and interlocutory appeals from the 
Chancery, and Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Divisions (Probate and Di- 
vorce), and the County Palatine and 
Stannaries Courts. 

App mtns ex pte—origiaal 
mtas—iaterlocutor, 3 
Fri., Jan ie ‘ My... 


(sep list) & apps from gen 
ust if requirea 
Saturday ...12 
Monday.. vont Apps from Chan gen list 
Tuesday 15 


App mtns ex pte—original 

mtas—appeals from orders 
Wedsdy...«e16¢ made on interlocutory mtns 

(sep lst), and apps from 

gen list if required 

County Palatine apps, and 
Thurs. ....17 {if necessary apps from the 

Chan gen hist 


Mon iay......21( General List 
Tuesdy .cce22 





Friday ......18 
rope Apps oe the Chancery 
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App. motns, ex pte—orgl. 
motns.— apps. from ords 


(sep list), and apps fiom 





Wednesday 23 = on interlocutory mots 
general list if required 





Thursday ...24 

Friday ... "25 ) 

Sacurday ...26 > Apps from Chan gen lis: 
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Weinesday al 
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Thursday .. rd 
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(sep list), and apps from 
gener si list if required 

{ic ace Palatine Apps, and 


Wednesday 6 


Thursday ... if necessary apps from the 
fine Gen List 
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Saarnny ee Apps from the Chancery 
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DBO, csseveses 12 


App mtns ex pte—original 
mtns—appeals from orders 
mad: on interlocutory mus 
(sep list), and apps from 
gen list if required 


Wednesday 13 


Pray Apps from the Chancery 


M onday vase: General List 


Tuesda 

aj App mtns ex pte—original 
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made on interlocutory mns 
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Wed. ..cceed 


Thursday . 
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Saturday ...23 $ Apps from Oban gen list 
Moiuday....25 
Tuesday ...26 
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N,.B.—Lunacy Petitions (if any) are taken 
in Appeal Court If. on every Monday at 
Lleven until further notice, 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION, 
Chancery Court, I. 

Ma, Justice KAY. 

Friday, Jan 11...Motns adj sums, & gen, pa 
Saturday.. 12 ca er, aij sums, 

i 14 


Tues, .... 15 
Wednesday is General paper 


Thurs., ...-17 ; 
Friday, ....18..,Mts, adj sme & gen pa. 
Saturday -19} Pets., sit. caus., adj sums, 


& gen. pa. 
Monday ....21 
Tues. ... 22 
Wed. — 33 ¢ General paper 
Thurs ...024 
Friday ....25 
Satrdy +0026 f 
Monday ....28 
Wet’ any General paper. 
Thursday ...31 
Friday, Feb 1..Motns. adj. sums. & gen pa 
Saturday .. , | Pets., sht. caus., adj. sums. 


2) & gen. pa 
iit is 4 
Tuesday.... 5( 
Ww — : 
Thursday . 
Friday .... 8 


Saturday .. “i 






..Motns, adj sms, & gen. pa, 
Pets, sht. caus, adj. sumns, 
& gen pa 


General paper. 


.. Motns, adj sums, & gen. pa, 
Pew., sht. caus., adj. sums, 


& geu, pa 
MOD. ....00000 
Tusdy ...... 
con Mg r General paper 
aw 
Friday ...... ‘o .Mots., adj. sums. & gen. pa 
Sat 16} Pets, "sht causes, adj sums, 
wrveernelO Dy cea pa 
Monday....18 


Tuesday....19( 

a | General paper. 

Thursday ..21 

Friday ....22.,.Mots., adj sums, & gen pa 
Saturday sa23 $ Petns, sht. caus., adj), sums 






Cand gen pa 
Mon.,.........29 
Wee General paper, 
Tiurs, 


Friday, Mar 1 Mots. adj ty gen. . 
Pets, sht caus, adj sums 

Saturday ... 2} oon naper 

Aay cause intended to be heard as a short 





cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be #9 
heard, and the necessary papers must 
be left in court. with the judge's officer 
the day before the cause is to be put int» 
the paper. 


C iancery Court, IIL. 
Mr. Justice CHITTY. 
Friday, Jan 11..,Motions and non wis list 
ets, shi. causes, far cons, 
Saturday 12 oppoaad pets, Proc edure 
sumns, & non wit list 
Monday. woth Sitting in cha nbers 
Tuesday....1 
Wed,, a Non wit list 
Thurs, ....17 
Friday ....18..,Motions & non wit list 
Pets, sht. causes, procedure 
192smns, opposed pets, fur 
cons, & non wit list 
... Sitting ia chambers 


Saturday ... 


Monday ...... 

Tuesday... oes 

Wednesday 33 Hi Non wit list 

Tharsday ..24 

Friday, ....25..,Motns. & non wit list 
Pets., sht. causes, fur cons, 

Saturday ..23 opposed pets, procedure 
sums, and non wit list 

Monday .. <3. Sitting ia chambers 

Tues. «cee? 

Wednesday 49 Non wit list 

Thursday .. 

Friday, Feb. 1 teetene and non wit list 
Pets, sht causes, procedure 

Saturlay .. 24 sums, opposed pets, fur 
cons and non wit list 

Monday .... 4..Sitting in cham bers 

Tuesday ... 5 

Wedns. .... : Non wit list 

Thursday ... 

Friday ...... 3. Motions and non wit list 
Pets, sht causes, fur cons, 

Saturday .. o| oppose’ pets, Procedure 
smns, & gen pa 

Mon, -eee,,,11 .Sitting in chambers 

Tuesdy owns 

Wea, a} Causes with wits 

THETA, <0 ar 

Friday, ....15..Mns and non wits list 

Pets, snt causes, Proce jur: 
16{ sums, opposed pets, fur 
cons, and non wit list 
Monday...... oe .8itting in chambers 


Saturday .., 


Wednesday ‘0 Causes with wits 

Thursday .. 

Friday .. i -Motions and non wits list 
Pets, snt. causes, fur cons, 

Saturday ...23 { oppined pets, Procedure 
sumns, & non wit list 

Monday ......25..Sitting in chambers 

Tuesay ...... 6 

Wednesday 27 > Causes with witnesses. 

Thursday ...26 

Friday, Mar 1..,Mots. & non wit list 

fm sht causes, Procedure 





Saturday ... 2 {sumnus, opposed pets, fur 
cons, & noa wit list 

Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the same 
can be put in the paper to be so heard, and 
the necessary papers must be left in court 
with the judge's officer one clear day before 
the cause is to be pyt into the paper. 


Chancery Court, IT. 
Ma, Justice NORTH, 
Friday, Jan 11...Méns and adj sums 
ree ont a -Sht. caus, pets., & adj smnas 
Oe cccccccee 








i er : 

Wednes: iny 16 i Adj sums 

Thars, 

Friday -Motas, & adj. sumns, 
Saturday... ip.can caus, pets, & adj smns 
Monday .... 





we = ites hd wits act & adj sums 
Thursday .,,24 
Priday ....25,.,Motns, & adj. sums, 
Saturday ...25,, ‘sht, caus, pets, & adj sums 
Monday ....28 
Tue, .. core 39 
Wed. 
Thursday .. 
Friday, Feo o .Mtns and adj sms 
Saturday «» 2.,,8nt, caus., pts. & adj. smos 
sates coos 4 
Us9dYy.006 5 
Watetiay.. 8 
Thursday .. 
Friday .... 3. Mots, & adj, sumns 
Bat., ores ho caus, pts, & adj sms 
Monday... 
Tuesday ... i 
Wednesday 13 
Thureday .,14 
Friday soe «Motions & adj. sumns 
Saturd. ..-.16,.Snt caus, pts, & adj sms 






$i omen paper 
: General paper, 


General paper 





Weds 220020 General paper. 
Thursday ..21 
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Friday ....22..Mtns and adj ems Friday, ....15,,.Mots, adj sums & gen pa 
Sat .....0..23..8ht caus, pets, & adj smne. | Sst 16 / Sht caus, pets, adj sums & 
Monday ......25 } ert’ eeeess. 2) eee 


euamtery.. ns 4 General paper 
Thurs., ....28 
Friday, Mar 1...Mtns and adj sms oc 
Saturday .. 2..Sht. cans, pets. & adj. smns 22...Mtns, adj emns, and gen pa 
Any cause intended to be heardas a short Saturday ...23 a ft aa oe Cees. 
cause must be so marked in the cause-book ® yer per 
at least one clear day before the same can ae << in chambers 
be put inthe paperto be so heard, and Wed mA 4 G 1 
the necessary papers must be left in court edne 7. 
with the judge's clerk the day before the ay tg 28 y 4i &e 
cause is to be put in the paper. Friday, Mar ‘a ond on. ce 
- Sht, 8., pets., ‘ 
Saturday ... 2 fe gen. pa. 
Any cause intended to be heard as a sho t 
cause must be so marked inthe cause 
book at least one clear day before the 


18,,.8itting in chambers 
19 


11:20 General paper 
21 





Lord Chancellor’s Court, 
Mr, Justice STIRLING. 





same can be put in the paper to be so 
Friday, Jan 11...Mts, adj sms and gen pa heard, and the necessary papers, in- 
Bat ....ec0012 5 Sh*t caus, pts, adj ems, and cluding minutes of the proposed judg- 
(gen pa ment or order, must be left with the 
Monday....14.,.8itting in chambers judge’s clerk one clear day before the 
ci See 15 cause is to be put into the paper 
Wednetday 16} Genera paper Witness actions will be taken on and after 
Thors, ....17 Tuesday, January 22, 


Friday ....18..Motns. adj sums, & gen. pa 
Sht caus, pets, adj sumns. 

Saturday ...19 } & gen pa ’ 

Mon., ......21..8itting in chambers 

Tuesday ....22 

Wednesday 23 } General paper. 


Chancery Court, IV. 
Me, Justice KEKEWICH, 


Subject to arrangements for Interloeutory 

Business Actions for Trial will be taken 

Thursday ...24 on every day of the Sittings, from 11th 
Friday ....25..Mtns, adj sums & gen pa January to 17th April both inclusive 

. ) Sht causes, pets, adj sums, Motions in Liverpool and Manchester 

Saturday ..26 } & gen pa Business will be heard on Saturday, Janu- 









biniona 28...8itting in chambers ary 12th, and in every subsequent week 
29 on Saturdays. Other Interlocutory Busi- 
...30 > General paper ness from the Liverpool and Manches- 
Thursday ..31 ter District Registries will be taken on 
Friday, Feb boa adj smns, & gen fa. alternate Saturdays, commencing with 
Sht causes, pets., adj sums, Liverpool Business on Saturday, Jan, 12. 
Saturday .. foe pa PAs. in Chambers issued in the 
Monday .... 4.. Sitting in chamters same Registries will be heard on Friday 
Tuesday...... 5 afternoons, Liverpool and Manchester 
Wednesday 6 > General paper. Summonses being taken on alternate | 
Thureday ... 7 Fridays, commenec’ng with Liverpool 
Friday ...... 8...Mots. adj. sumns. & gen. pa Scmmownses on Friday, January 11th. 
Sht. caus, pets, adj sums, | On other days Actions transferred for 
Saturday .. 9 { & gen. pa. Trial only will be taken in the order in 
Mon.....,... 11...8itting in chambers the Cause List. Those not ready for 
Tuesdy. ... 12 Trial in that order will be placed ina 
Wed., ..... 13 Genera paper. Deferred List and rot taken until the 
Thurday.., 14 others have been disposed of, 


(To be continued ) 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE.—QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
MASTERS IN CHAMBERS. 
Hixtary Sirtines, 1889. 


A to F, Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays, Master Butler. Tuesdays, 
Thursdays, Saturdays, Master Gordon. 


G to N, Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays, Master Kaye. Tuesdays, 
Thursdays, Saturdays, Master Walton. 
O to Z, Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays, Master Francis. Tuesdays, 


Thursdays, Saturdays, Master Manley Smith. 

A to F.—All applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 
to Master Johnson are to be made returnable before him in his own Room, 
No. 175, at 11 a.m., on Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays. 

G to N.—All applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 
to Master George Pollcck are to be made returnable before him in bis own 
Room, No. 173, at 11.36 a.m., on Tuesdays, Thursdays and Saturdays. 

The parties are to meet in the ante-room of Masters’ Chambers, and the 
summonses will be inserted in the printed list for the day after the sum- 
monees to be heard before the master sitting in chambers, and will be 
called over by the attendant on the respective rooms for a first and second 
time at 11.30, and will be dealt with by the master in the same manner as 
if they were returnable at Chambers. 

By Orper oF THE MAsTERs. 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Dec. 28. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

DEAKIN & Co., LimiTED.—North, J., has fixed Thursday, Jan 10, at 12, at his 
chambers, for the appointment of an official liquidator 

GROSVENOR Datry Co., LimITED.—Kay, J., has, by an order dated Dec 21, ap- 
pointed Arthur George Klugh, 3, Newgate st, to be official liquidator 

NEWCASTLE-UPON-['YNE MACHINIsTs’ Co., LIMITED.—By an order made by Kay, 
J., dated Nov 3, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Pattison & 
& Queen Victoria st, agents for Francis & Bates, Newcastle upon Tyne, solors 
‘or petner 

London Gasette.—TuRSDAY, Jan. 1. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Sr Louis Park Mix1s Co, Liuirep.—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 31, 
directed to be heard before Chitty, J..on Saturday, Jani2. Parker & Co, St 
Michael's Ly iag f Cornhill, solors for petners 

Union Gotp Co, Lintep.—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 31, directed to 

heard before Chitty, J.,on Jan 12. Evans & Batchelor, Gresham st, solors 
tor the petner 

West Moopir’s GOLD AND EXPLORATION Co, LumiTep.—Petn for winding up, 
—— Dec 29, directed to be heard before North, J., on Saturday, Jan 12. 

ernon & Co, Coleman st, solors for petner 
ENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


7 Jomwe FEMALE FRIENDLY SocimgTY, St John’s School, Blackburn, Lancaster. | 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day oF CLAM. 
London Gazette—FRipay, Dec, 21. 
AGNEW, WILLIAM, Belsize park gdns, Major-General. Jani17. Peake & Co, Bed. 


ford row : 
BALL, ‘EDMUND, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. Feb 28. Clifton & Co, Bristol 


BARKER, THOMAS Hua, Old Kent rd. Jan 21. Lane, Gt St Thomas Apostle, E.C, 
BAYES, May, Scarning, Norfolk, Gent. Jan 81. Cooper & Norgate, East Dereham 
CHARLTON, AMELIA, Birmingham. Jan 31, Crosse & Sons, Lancaster pl, Strand 


CHARLTON, Rev. SAMUEL, Tydd St Giles, Cambs’ Jan 31. Crosse & Sons, Lan. 
ster pl, Strand : 
CHRISTIE. JAMES, Newcastle on Tyne, Maltsman. Feb 10. Wilkinson & Mar. 
sball, Newcastle on Tyne : 
Cotirns, Mrs. Mary, Monks Park, Northampton. Jan 18. Shoosmith, North- 





ampton 7 
DENISON, Isaac, Harewood, York, Tailor. Jan 19. Scott, Leeds 
DENISON, JouN, Amroth, nr Begelly, Pembroke, Schoomaster Jan 19. Scott, 
Leeds 





FENTEMAN, SAMUEL, Middlesborough, Coach Builder. Jan 31. Thompson, 
Middlesborough eee 
GaARLEY, THomasS, Isham. Northampton, Farmer. Jani17. Bull, Kettering 


Groves, HENRY FRANCIS, Staithwaite rd, Lewisham, Gent. Jan 31. Nash & Co, 
Queen st, Cheapside ¥ ; 
| GUNYON, THEODORE, Lincoln, Gent. Feb 16. Danby & Son, Lincoln 


| HALLETT, CHARLES, Axminster, Surgeon. Jani. Forward, Axminster 
HARVEY, CHARLES, Clapham rd, Gent. Jan 22. Child, Doctors’ commons 
HORNCASTLE, CHARLES, Kingston upon Hull, Gent. Jan 18. Wilson & Sons, 


Sem Mary, Greenodd, nr Ulverston. Feb7. Remington, Ulverston 
Jounson, THOMAS, Priors Marston, Warwick, Gent. Jan4. Pellatt, Banbury 
| Levy, Hyam, Bayswater, Gent. Jan31. Harris & Co, Coleman st 
LirrEN, THoMAS, Faringdon, Berks, Farmer. Jan 26. Crowdy & Son, Faringdon 
PARKER, Rev CHARLES, Reading, Clerk. Feb 21, Raley & Son, Barnsley 
Pascor, Exiza, Brockhurst, Southampton. Jan 25. De Lyons-Pike, Bedford 


row . 

PykE, HENRY SMITH, Somerford Magna, Wilts, Gent. March 1. Wood & 
Awdry. Chippenham, Wilts = 7 ne 

RICHABIS, WILLIAM ALSEPT, Winchester, Doctor of Medicine. Jan15. Faith- 
full, Winchester i ; ; 

SEABOURNE, JOHN VINES, Liverpool, Mariner. Jan (21. ‘Thornely & Cameron, 
Liverpool 

SIMPSON, MARY, South Leverton, Nottingham. Feb9. Jones & Wells, East 
Retford 

SMITH, SAMUEL, Millom, Cumberland, Innkeeper. Jan 17. Buller, Broughton 
in Furness : : 

ViGNzE, FELIX, Pembridge pl, Esq. Jan 21. Dimond & Son, Wimpole st 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Dec. 25. 
| BARKER, WILLIAM, Bramley, nr Leeds, Gent. Feb2. Nelson & Co, Leeds 
| BrGhig, Mary ANN, Burton upon Trent, Stafford. Jan10. Boycott, Hereford 


| BELDAM, ROBERT, Comberton, Cambridge, Farmer. Feb 22. Whitehead, Cam- 
| ridge 

| BLINKHORN, ROBERT, Gloucester, Draper. Jan 31. Bretherton & Son, 
} Gloucester : 

| DUNK, Mary JANE, Hastings. Febi6. Meadows & C>, Hastings 


| ENGLEFIELD, WILLIAM, Banner st, St Luke’s, Umbrella Maker. Jan 20. Jennings 

& Son, Leadenhall st ‘ 

| Foot, HENRY, Alexandra villas, Stoke Newington, Retired Builder March 1. 

Ashley & Co, Frederick's pl 

| Grant, [HomMas, Whittlesey, Cambs, Farmer. Feb 15. Wyman, Peterborough 

HALtt, Rev Rospert EDWARD, Congerstone, Leicester, Clerk in Holy Orders. Jan 

31, Smith & Mammatt, Ashby de la Zouch , Bi 
HARRINSON, Isaac, Reading, Surgeon. Febi2. H, & O. Collins, Reading 


| JEFFERIss, THOMAS, Johnston st, Commercial rd, Gent. Feb1. Savage, Ludgate 


1 
JONES, Soputa, Uxbridge st, Burton upon ,Trent, Stafford. Jan 10. Boycott, 
Hereford 
| KersHAw, HannaH, Huddersfield rd, Oldham. Jan 19. Marland, Oldham 


LANG, JAMES, Herbert st, Pontardawe, Glamorgan, out of business. Jan 31, 
Evans, Pontardawe 
MAURICE, Maria WYKE, Wellington rd, Dudley. Jan 30. Watts & Jobson, 
udle 
MessENGER, ANN ELIZABETG, Ashley rd, the Hale, Tottenham. Jan 31. Ponti- 
fex & Co, St Andrew’s st 
MITTON, WELBURY JAMES, Gray’s inn ¢q, ‘tent. Feb 28. Perkins, Gray’s inn sq 


Moor, JOHN DICKINSON, Harlaxton, Lincoln, Farmer. March 20. Thompson & 
Sons, Grantham 
NEYLER, Lovussa, Cheltenham. Feb1, Leywood, Cheltenham 


OAKES, Rev WILLIAM FREDERICE, Hyde, Fordingbridge, Southampton. Jan 31 
Mander & Watson, New sq 

PaTRICK, THOMAS, Clapham common, Builder. Feb 18. Routh & Co, South- 
ampton st 

PAULDEN, HENRY, Thorncliffe grove, Chorlton upon Medlock, Lancaster, Estate 
Agent. Feb9. Atkinson & Co, Manchester 

PHILLIPS, WILLIAM BENJAMIN, Boxmoor, Herts, Gent. Jan 18. Lumley & 
Lumley. Conduit st 

PRITCHARD, NORMAN GORDON, Meerut, India, Lieut in H.M.’s Lincolnshire 
Regiment. Janis. Lumley & Lumley, Conduit st 

ROBERTS, THOMAS ALEXANDER, Manor Hall, St John’s wood pk, Auctioneer. Feb 
16. Coode &jCo, Bedford row 

RODGER-CUNLIFFE, WU.LAM WALLACE, Hadlow, Kent, Esq. Jan 21. Kearsey 
& Co, Old Jewry 

SANDERSON, [THOMAS JEANS, Cheltenham. Feb1. Leywood, Cheltenham 

SmirH, Lucy ANN, Bungay, Suffolk. Jan17. Norton, Bungay 


Situ, SipNey, Manchester, Stamp Maker. March 20, Whitaker, Duchy of 
Lancaster Office, W.C. 
SvuTTON, Sopui4, Shardlow, Derby. Feb 19. James & James, Ely pl 


Tuomas, Mary CATHERINE, Hasker st, Chelsea. Feb 1. Childe & Norton, Sloane 





stre 
Son, See, Huddersfield rd, Oldham, Lancs, Gent. Jan 19. Marland, 
am 
WALTON, WILLIAM, Sheffield, Butcher. Marchi. Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 
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WARBURTON, JACOB, Sefton st, Southport, Gent. Jan 25. Rutter, Bolton 
WHITTLE, JAMES, sen., Chorley, Lancs,Gent. Jan 21. Morris, Chorley 


WILLIAMS, WILLIAM LAMBERT, New st, Covent garden, Hosier. Dec 31. Mason 
& Co, Gresham st 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 


London Gaszette—FRIDAyY, Dec. 28. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Boos, Hzwecnet. S Co, Leadenhall st, Export Merchants High Court Pet Dec 
Fx Gou Bet Now 9)- K: Jette 4 Alie st, Whitechapel, Money Lender High 
EAR, ARTHUR, Grove r er Ho “4 
cody: Pies StSngy, Qeanerin 2, Rovtacten, Pron 
Howwoon, Pur CobstEtay, Baton tere Bites on no occupation Hi 
Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec22 ’ : ; a 
RoWE, JEPHTHAH, Clacton on Sea, Baker Colchester Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 


Wi: am, Somm 3 LEwiIs, King’scross rd, no occupation High Court Pet Dec 22 
The following amended notice is substituted on that published in the 
London Gazette of Dec. 
Say 7 ~ omaaal JOHN, Birmingham, Jeweller Biscsioghem Pet Nov 28 Ord 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


BAKER, WILLIAM, Queen . = Bayswater, Provision Merchant Jan 4at12 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s 
Danvgrr, 3 EDWIN, St Aue, Coachbuilder Jan 5 at 12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, 


Bicas, JAMES, Kingston on Thames, Baker Jan‘ atii 16 Room, 30 and 31, St 
Swithin’s lane 
CHARTERS, JOSEPH, Sunderland, Farmer Jan7ati2 67, Duke st, Whitehaven 


FenarpD, THOMAS, Llanelly, Commercial Traveller Jan 7 at 11.30 Off Rec, 11, 
Quay st, Carmarthen 

HAMMOND, CHARLES BAGNALL, High st, Notting Hill, Watch Maker Jan4at 11 
33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

SMALE. WILLIAM, Sowerby, nr Thirsk, RelievinS Officer Jan 9 at 1 Depot 
Hotel. Thirsk Junction, Thirsk 

TAGNON. ADOLPHUS, Gray’sinnrd, Merchant Jan 4 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Lincoln’s inn 

WASLEY, Harry, Aldershot, Fishmonger Jan 4 at 12 16 Room, 30 and 31, St 
Swithin’s lane 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
BAILEY, 7 IRVINE CONYNGHAM, Fulham, Potter High Court Pet Nov7 
Orc ec 22 
Saas, MAURICE, Brunswick sq, Diamond Cutter High Court Pet Nov23 Ord 
ec 22 


Cox, CHARLES, Portland, Grocer Dorchester Pet Dec19 Ord Dec 24 
DALLAS, JOHN, Strand, Banjo Maker High Court Pet Nov 22 Ord Dec 21 
Samy, Ds LEon, Hatton gdn, Diamond Merchant High Court Pet Nov23 Ord 


21 
HENDY, Se A, Egloshayle, Cornwall, Farmer Truro Pet Dec8 Ord Dec 24 
PricE, Joun, Abercarn, Weaver Newport,Mon Pet Dec20 Ord Dec 22 
ScHLETTER, PAULINE, South Kensington, Spinster High Court Pet Oct 26 Ord 


ec 22 
SHIELDS, ALEXANDER, Railton rd, Herne hill, Stationer High Court Pet Dec 21 


Ord Dic 
‘ ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
RICKARBY, ARTHUR GEORGE, Walton on the Naze, Chemist Colchester Adjud 
Aug 20 Annul Nov 7 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 1. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
AMBROSE, HENRY, Colchester, Builder Colchester Pet Dec29 Ord Dec 29 
Binns, Jonn, Leeds, Draper Leeds Pet Dec23 Ord Dez 28 
BLUNDELL. JOHN COMBERBACH, Liverpool, Watch Manufacturer Liverpool Pet 


Dec 28 Ord Dec 28 
BLUNDELL, WILLIAM eee, Liverpool, Watch Manufacturer Liverpool Pet 


Dec 28 Ord Dec 
BURGESS, GEORGE, stone, Licensed Victualler Canterbuiy Pet Dec 28 


Ord Dec 28 
Oask, J OHN ‘WILLIAM, South Weal, Essex, Professor of Music Chelmsford Pet 


Dec 23 Ord Dec 28 

CLARKE, JAMES HENRY, ery out of business Newcastle on Tyne Pet 
Dec 29 Ord Dec 29 

Dovuauias, Davin, Bradford, Boot Maker Bradford Pet Dec28 Ord Dec 38 


DowBIGGiIn, JouN, Stockport, Slate Merchant Stockport Pet Dec 29 Ord 
Dec 29 
ENRIGHT, sae, Cannon st, Commission Agent High Court Pet Dec15 Ord 


ec 29 
GEORGE, EDWARD, and DENNIS py Winterton, Norfolk, Boat Owners Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Dec28 Ord Dec 
GRIFFITT, JAMES JOHN, Derby, Builder” Derby Pet Dec28 Ord Dec 28 


Groom, JostaH, Brentwood, Licensed Victualler Chelmsford Pet Dec 28 Ord 
ec § 
HoRNER, SAMPSON, Norton, Yorks, Grocer Scarborough Pet Dec 28 Ord 


HUMPHEEY, Henry, Washington, Sussex, Miller Brightun Pet Dec 28 Ord 
J = Colwyn Bay, Denbighshire, Fishmonger Bangor Tet Dec 28 
mee... aseee tnevd, Carmarthenshire, Builder Carmarthen Pet Dec «7 
JONES, arent Swansea Valley, Grocer Neath Pet Dec28 Ord Dec 28 

JONES, he wey y Pixley, Herefordshire, out of business Worcester Pet Dec 29 


29 
Luoyp, Isaac, and GEORGE LLoyD, Aberystwith, Coachbuiiders Aberystwith 


Pet Dec 29 Ord Dec 29 
Moos, 8. M., Crown ~ Threadneedle st, Wine Merchant High Court Pet 


Dec 12 Ord Dec 
NiGrinGALE, JOHN Hawny, Salford, Grocer Salford Pet Dec 28 Ord Dec 28 


PERRY, J. E., Hettinghem s st, Gt Woocstock st, Retired Captain High Court 


Pet Dec4 Ord Dec 28 
Pacasos, Guan Sutton, nr Macclesfield, Farmer Macclestield Pet Dec 11 





REA, aim. S Great Grimsby, Schovolmistress Great Grimsby Pet Dec 28 


——~ Fans ~ oo HARRISON, Nottingham, Painter Nottingham Pet Dec 28 

a r 

—— + a, Cpooen Ei Bowane, Newark upon Trent, Innkeeper Nottingham Pet 
r 

GmackraDy, JOHN, Rainford, Farmer Liverpool Pet Dec 29 Ord Dec 29 


SKULL, Epwin GrorGz, Sydenham, Oil Merchant Greenwich Pet Dec28 Ord 


Dec 
SmiTu, Henry, Shifnal, Salop, Farmer Madeley Pet Dec28 Ord Dec 28 
STARES, JOHN, Southgate rd, Baker High Court Pet Decil Ord Dec 27 


Tanepens, Jams ANE, Brynbyfryd, or Swansea, Picture Dealer Swansea Pet Dec 22 

THIRLWALL, Gaenee, and JOHN y Eemaaan, Aikton, Cumberland, Farmers 
Carlisle Pet Dec 29 Ord D 

TOWER, AUGUSTINE EDWIN, baa Avenue, Victoria Embankment, Solicitor 
High Court Pet Dec3 Ord lec 

TURNER, CHARLES, Denbigh, Confectioner Bangor Pet Dec 28 Ord Dec 28 


WaInMAN, DEBORAH, Carlisle, Innkeeper Carlisle Pet Dec 28 Ord Dec 28 


Wane, CHARLES HICKSON, Chester, Organ Builder Chester Pet Dec 28 

rd Dec 

Wangees, pone, Great Grimsby, Smack Owner Great Grimsby Pet Dec 
r ec 

WILD, RIcHARD, Birmingham, Butcher Birmingham Pet Dec 28 Ord Dec 28 

WILDING, WILLIAM ARTHUR, Arthur rd, Holloway, Physician High Court Pet 

Dec 27 Ord Dec 27 

Wane, S acne, Seach a st, Guildford, Corn Dealer Guildford and Godalming 
ec 29 rc 

War0H, _ eeew, 3 Nottingham, Grocer Nottingham Pet Dec28 Ord 

ec 


The fo"'owing amended notice is a sae for that published in the 
ondon Gazette of Dec. 4. 
a HENRY CANNON, Dover, out of business ‘Canterbury Pet Nov 17 Ord 


30 
The following amended notice is substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette, 
Cane. Y WILLIAM, Chippenham, House Decorator Bath Pet Dec 18 Ord 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


BAILEY, WILLIAM, Miles st, South Lambeth, Lath Render Jan 8 ati2 33, Carey 
st, Lincoln’s jnn 
Dosweees, Spemas, Southwick, Sussex, Gent Jan 9 ati Bankruptcy bldgs, 
-incoln’s inn 
BurGEss, CHARLES THOMAS, Tulse hill, Hi:xton, Chocolate Manufacturer Jan 8 
atil 383, Carey st, Lincoln’ sinn 
Buss, punatae, Horsmonden, Farmer Jan 9 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Lincoln’s 


CLARKE, JAMES HENRY, Suhedent out of business Jan 12 at 10.30 Off Rec, 
Pink lane, Newcastle on Ts .1 
CorE, ae PENFOLD, Glengall rd, Old Kent rd, Minister of the Gospel Jan 
2.30 383, Oarey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Croy. aon. yak} Bourn, Lines, Outfitter Jani8at12 Law Courts, New rd, 
a 
Dawson, JOHN HuaueEs, Excter Jan9ati11 Off Reco, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 


DIWHAM, WILLIAM SouTtu, Bradford, Farmer Jan 8 at 11.30 Off Rec, Middle st, 


Tavnton 

DIxon, ‘CLEMENT SHUCEFORTH, Whitechapel rd, Licensed Victualler Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Linco!n’s inn 

Drew, EDMUND, Queen Victoria st, Promoter of Building Societies Jan 10 at 
2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Lincoln’s inn 

Hammond, THomasS, Leeds, Dyer Jan 10at11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 


HARRISON, PeTER, Chipping Campden, Farmer Jan8 at 11 Noel Arms Hotel, 


Chipping Campden 
Hutton, JOHN, Aston, Watwickshire, Grocer Jan 9 at 11 25, Oolmore row, 


Birmingham 

Jam, ay Queen Victoria st Jan 10 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Lincoln’ 
nn 8 

Kemp, Jou“n, Gt James st, Bedford row, Li d Victuall Jan 8 at 2.30 





Bankruptcy bldga, Lincoln’s inn fields 
mes: hese me Station rd, Finsbury pk, Butcher Jan 9 at 2.30 33, Oarey st, 
lncoin s inn 
Lan, — Liverpool, Boot Dealer Jan 11 at 3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 
verpoo 
MIDDLETON, WILLI¥, Speeingiam, Provision Merchant Jan 10atil 25, Col- 
more row, KBirming 
MILLER, JOHN Nunse, A ‘Aidborough, Norfolk, Ironmonger Jan 12at1i1 Off Rec, 
8, King st, Norwich 
onan, toy pd EDWARD, Moorgate st, Clerk Jan]9 at 12 33, Carey st, Lin- 
co. n’s no 
MUSGROVE, CHARLES Bupp, Chapel st, Belgrave sq, Grocer Jan 10at12 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Lincoln’s inn fie ds 
OLLIVER, = rr. — SELLY, Tamworth, Widow Jan il at 11 25, Colmore 
row, irming 
ParRFITT, JOHN, Ponty ; pridd, Butcher Jan8ati2 Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 


PHILLIPS, JAMES Caeaenewe, Burnley, Drill Instructor Jan 10 at 2 Saluta 
tion Hotel, Ambleside 

PICKFORD. CHARLES, Sutton, nr Macclesfield, Farmer Jan 15 at 11 Off Ree, 
23, King Edward st, Macclesfield 

Pras, psneme, Halifax, Traveller Jan 10 at 11 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, 


PomEnoy, JOHN, Thomas the Apostle, Devon, Builder Jan 9 at 11 Off Rec, 13, 
Bedtord circus, Exeter 
— Abercarne, Mon, Weaver Jan 9 at 12 Off Rec, 12, Tredegar pl, 
e rt 
RAMSEY,  YREDERIOK ARTHUR, Ranelagh rd, Ealing, Wine Merchant Jan§8 at 11 
Cannon st, Hotel 
RHODES, JOHN "Herbert. Heckmondwike, Commission Agent Jan 8 at3 Off 
Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 
ScHEIB, JACOB, Canning Town, Baker Jan9atii 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
SEIGENBERG, JoHN, Bow rd. Commercial rd, Bedding Manufacturer Jan 8 at il 
Bankruptcy bidngs, Lincoln’s inn 
SuAw, JOHN, Old Eston, Yorks, Rail Tester Jan 11 ati1 Off Rec, Albert rd, 
Middlesborough 
SmiTH, HENRY, Shifnal, Salop, Farmer Jan 9 at11 County Court, Madeley 
STAINSBY, Meng A ont JOHN HENRY BERESFORD, Sprasemen, Lacemen Jans 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manches' 
THIRLWALL, GEORGE, ‘oA JOHN THIRLWALL, Aikton, a oo Farmers Jan 
14ati1 Off Rec, 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 
Tuomas, Davin, Pontypridd, Grocer Jan 10at12 Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 


TURNER, ARTHUR, Lansdown rd, Croydon Jan 9 at 12 38, Carey st, Lincoln’s 


| wast, Devons, Carlisle, Innkeeper Jan 14 at 12 Off Rec, 34, Fisher st, 
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Off Rec, Bank 
Bank- 
Jan 11 at 


WALERR, JAMES, Dewsbury, Yorks, Rag Merchant Jan 8 at 4 
chbrs, Batley ’ 

WakrNE, W1111AM, Lee, Kent, Printer’s Warehouseman Jan 8 at 11 
ruptcy bldgs, Lincoln’s inn 

WATSON, FRED, and FrED BELLWOOD, Ihirsk, Yorks, Cattle Dealers 
11 Queen’s Hotel, Leeds 

Warson, HENRY, Nottingham, Ironmonger 
ment, Nottingham 

WHEATSTONE, ALLEN, Hereford, Clothier Jan9at12 Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 


WRIGHT, CHARLES AUGUSTUS, Chancery Jane, Solicitor Jan9ati11 Bankruptcy 


bidgs, Lincoln’s inn 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
AMBROSE, HENRY, Colchester, Builder Colchester Pet Dec 29 Ord Dec 29 


BAKER, HENRY CANNON, Dover, out of business Canterbury Pet Nov 17 Ord 


Jan 8atii Off Ree, 1, High pave- 


lec 28 
ee JOHN, Nottingham, Boot Dealer Nottingham Pet Dec 10 Ord 
ec 
Binns, JOHN, Leeds, Draper Leeds Pet Dec28 Ord Dec28 
BURGESS, GEORGE, Folkestone, Licensed Victualler Canterbury Pet Dec 24 
Ord Dec 28 
Cask, JOHN WILLIAM, South Weald, Essex, Professor of Music Chelmsford Pet 
ec 28 Ord Dec 28 
DovGtas, Davin, Bradford, Boot Maker Bradford Pet Dec27 Ord Dec 28 
EAYRES, GEORGE WALTER, Yerbury rd, Tufnell pk, Holloway High Court Pet 
Aug i13 Ord Dec 28 
GEAR, ARTHUR, Grove rd, Upper Holloway, Licensed Victualler High Court 
Pet Dec 22 Pet Dec 28 
GEORGE, EDWARD. and DENNIS GEORGE, Winterton, Norfolk, Boatowners Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Dec 28 Ord Dec 28 
GREENWOOD, ROBERT BENJAMIN, Osbaldeston rd, Stoke Newington, Provision 
Merchant’s Manager High Court Pet Nov 28 Ord Dec 28 
GRIFFITT, JAMES JOHN, Derby, Builder Derby Pet Dec 28 Ord Dec 28 
Gnocy. JOSIAH, Brentwood, Licensed Victualler Chelmsford Pet Dec 28 Ord 
ec 28 
HORNER, SAMPSON, Norton, Yorks, Grocer Scarborough Pet Dec 28 Ord Dec 29 


veers, Hunky, Washington, Sussex, Miller Brighton Pet Dec 24 Ord 
ec 28 
JONES, FRANCIS, Swansea Valley, Grocer Neath Pet Dec 24 Ord Dec 28 


REDMAY, yaepenes Harrison, Nottingham, Painter Nottingham Pet Dec 2g 
Ord Dee 28 
ROCKLIFFE, GEORGE EDWARD, Newark upon Trent, Innkeeper Nottingham Pet 
Dec 28 Ord Dec 28 : 
WAINMAN, DEBORAH, Carlisle, Innkeeper Carlisle Pet Dec 28 Ord Dec 28 
ween y~' Joun, Rainford, Lanes, Farmer Liverpool Pet Dec 27 
Jec 29 
WHITWORTH, pamaee, Great Grimsby, Smackowner Great Grimsby Pet Dec 
98 Ord Dec 28 
Wienges oe ARTHUR, Arthur rd, Holloway, Physician High Court Pet 
Yee 27 Ord Dec 27 
WISEMAN, BENJAMIN, Castle st, Battersea, Egg Merchant Wandsworth Pet 
Dec 17 Ord Dec 22 
WORTHINGTON, SAMUEL Fox, Nottingham, Yarn Agent 
14 Ord Dec 29 


Ord 


Nottingham Pet Dec 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


RTHS. 

BROWNING.—Nov. 16, 1888, at Sydney, N.S.W., the wife of Robert Jardine 
Browning, barrister-at-law. of a son. 

DaLTON.—New Year’s Day, at Gloucester-crescent, Hyde-park, the wife of 
Edward Ripley Dalton, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

HEWITT.— Dec. 27, at Crouch-end, the wife of Thomas Hewitt, solicitor, of a son, 

MARRIAGES. 

Hart—LkwIs.— Dec. 2, at Great Portland-street, Lionel Hart, LL.B, barrister- 
at-law. to Alice Victorine, daughter of George H. Lewis. 

SMITH—EAGLETON.—Dec. 10, at Madras, John George Smith, barrister-at-law, to 
Mary, daughter of the late Joseph Eagleton, M.D. 

STroceUART—MarIR.—Dec. 27, at Kensington, Charles Antoine Emile Stocquart, 
B.A., D.C.L., barrister-at-law, Genes, to Jessie, daughter of William Mair, 


Hs. 
CHAWNER.—Dec. 20, at Doveridge, Derbyshire, Richard John Chawner, solicitor, 
of Uttoxeter, aged forty-eight. 
M’ LAUGHLIN.—Dec. 28, at Dublin, James William M’Laughlin, barrister-at-law, 
aged twenty-nine. 


All letters intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ Journal” must be 





JONES, WILLIAM, Pixley, Herefordshire, out of basiness 


29 Ord Dec 2% 
KIRMAN, JOHN WILLIAM, Louth, Fruit Merchant 
Ord Dec 28 


LuoyD, Isaac, and GEORGE LLOYD, Aberystwith, Coachbuilders 


Pet Dec 29 Ord Dec 29 


LonG. ROBERT, Great Yarmouth, Boat Owner Great Yarmouth Pet Dec 21 Ord 


Dec 28 
LYMER, JOHN, Liver p< ol, Boot Dealer Liverpool 


Cc 
POMEROY, JOHN, St 
rd Dec 28 


REA, ELLEN, Great Grimsby, Schoolmistress Great Grimsby Pet Dee 28 Ord 


Dec 28 


COURTS ‘RESTAURANT 
(Late DUVAL RESTAURANT). 
Opposite New Law Courts, Strand. 

FRED W. TOLSON (late Manager of the “‘ Duval’’) 
is now managing this Restaurant for the Proprietors. 

In addition to existing arrangements, a 1s, Break- 
fast will be served from 8 am. to 11.30 a.m., and 
Breakfasts a la Carte at moderate prices. 

Also, a Table d’Héte Dinner, from 5.30 p m. to 8.30 
p.m., price 28. 6d. Every effort will be made to 
render this popular. 

A NEW TEA and COFFEE ROOM for light Re- 
freshments, and a well-appointed BILLIARD and 
SMOKING ROOM will be added to the accommoda- 
tion. The prices of Wines, more especially of the 
finer brands of Champagne, will be found unusually 
moderate. 

For particulars as to Public and Private Dinners, 
Masonic Banquets, Smoking Concerts, &c., &c,, ad- 
dress the Manager, FRED. W. TOLSON, 

CourTS RESTAURANT, STRAND. 


THE J. B. WATKINS LAND MORTGAGE CO. | 


Commenced Business 1870. 
CAPITAL, 750,000 DoLs, 


Issue of 
IVE PER ONT. DEBENTURES 
Interest payable Half-yearly in London by 
Coupon attached. 
The Security for the Debentures consists of — 

1. A deposit with the Farmers’ Loan and Trust 
Company,.of New York, as Trustees for the 
Debenture Holders of Mortgages, for the same 
amount as the Debentures, issued on Freehold 
Property valued at 2} times the amount of the 
Mortgages. 

2. The Capital and Surplus of the Company. 

Thus it will be seen these Debentures form a tirst- 
class security. 
The Company is also prepared to negotiate Six per 
Cent. American Farm Mortgages 

About £800,000 have been invested for English 
Investors, and not one shilling of interest or principal 
has been lost. 

For full particulars apply to 

H. G. CHALKLEY, London Manager, 
14, Bishopsgate-street Without, E.C. 


HG@NIX FIKE OFFICE, 19, Lomsaxp- 
STREET and 57, CHARING-CROSS, LONDON. 
Established 1782, 

Moderate Rates. Absolute Security. Electric 
Lighting Rules supplied. 
Prompt Payment of Claims, 

Joint Secretaries— 
W. C. Macponaxp and F, B, MacDONALD, 
LOSSES PAID OVER 


£16 000 000, 


Incorporated 1883, 
SURPLUS, 400,470 Dots, 


Great Grimsby 


Pet Oct 30 
—_—, CAMPBELL, Chapel pl, Cavendish sq High Court Pet July 4 Ord 
e ; 


Thomas the Apostle, Deyon, Builder Exeter 


ROBES 


Liberal Loss Settlements, 


Worcester Pet Dec 
Pet Dec 8 


authenticated by the name of the writer. 





Aberystwith 


Toenaer TOPIcs 
ae THE NEW RULES 
Ord Dec 29 Tue INpDIRE 

Or CASH UNDER THE Co 
Pet Dec 22 THE COURT .... 

OF AMENDMENT 
CORRESPONDENCE 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE {et MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of 
the Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c. 


FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
and Clerks of the Peace. 
CORPORATION ROBES; UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE LONDON. | 
NUARDIAN FIRE and LIFE OFFICE. 


Head Office—11, Lombard-street, London, E.C. 
Law Courts Branch—21, Fleet-street, E.C 
Established 1821, Subscribed Capital, Two Millions. 
DIRECTORS : 
CHAIRMAN—JOHN B. MARTIN, Esq 
TY-CHAIRMAN—HENRY JOHN NORMAN, Esq. 
Lord Adding- | John Hunter, Esq. 
George Lake, Esq. 
Rt. Hon. G. J. Shaw- 
Lefevre, M.P. 
Beaumont W. Lubbock, 


DEPT 
Rt. Hon. 


ton. 
Henry Bonham - Carter, 


2sq. 
Vm. Hill Dawson, Esq. 
Charles F. Devas, Esq. 
Alban G. H. Gibbs, Esq. | 
James Goodson, Esq. 
John J. Hamilton, Esq. 


Esq. 
David Powell, Esq. 
Augustus Prevost, Esq. 
John G,. Talbot, Esq., 
Thomson Hankey, Esy. | _M.P.__ : 

Richard M, Harvey, Esq. | Henry Vigne, Esq. 
MANAGER OF FIRE DEPARTMENT—A. J. Kelton. 
ACTUARY AND SECRETARY—T. G. C, Browne. 
Share Capital at present paid up and in- 

l ec aa £1,000,000 


4,042,000 
800,000 


vester eeee ‘ ° 
Total Funds upwards of... 
Total Annual Inceme over. 
N.B.—Fire Policies which expire at CHRISTMAS 
should be renewed at the Head Office, or with the 
Agents, on or before the 9th day of JANOARY. 


pus BRITISH LAW FIRE INSURANCE 
} COMPANY, LIMITED. 
Subscribed Capital, £1,000,000. 
This Company is prepared to entertain proposals 
on eligible risks, including Mercantile Insurances 
| Applications for Agencies may be made to 
H, FOSTER CUTLER, 
| Offices, 5, Lothbury, Bank, London, #0, 


OF COURT . 
EFFECT OF 
RECENT RULE AS TO INVESTMENT 


THE REVISING BARRISTER’S POWER 


anager and Secretary. 


CONTENTS. 


NEW ORDERS, &C. ...-000 soece 
LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL «--es+ees 155 
LEGAL NEws ° cccoce 255 
| COURT PAPERS.. ---.-.- 
WINDING-UP NOTICES.. .- 
| CREDITORS’ NOTICES .« 
| BANKRUPTCY NOTICES .. 
STATUTES. 


_ Advertisements can be received at these Offices 
for the current Gazette without Expedition Fees 
until 1.15 p.m. on 


Mondays and Thursdays. 
COVERNMENT EXPEDITION FEES 


(ON LATE ADVERTISEMENTS). 
Mondays and Thursdays to 415 p.m. 5s. 


Tuesdays and Fridays »» 11.15 a.m. 10s, 
‘6 on oe os 6 ep)|—6lS DO. SOL 


REYNELL SON, 


‘London Gazette’? and General Advertising 
Contractors, 


44, CHANCERY LANE, w.C. 
(Opposite Lincoln's Inn Gateway). 
ESTABLISHED BY THE LATE GEO, REYNELL IN 1812, 


‘VCOTTISH PROVIDENT INSTITUTION. 
Ss (ESTABLISHED 1837.) 

ITS ADVANTAGES are :— , 

A greatly LARGER ORIGINAL ASSURANCE 
--generally as much as 20 to 25 per cent.—without 


sacrifice of any portion of the profits. 

LARGE ADDITIONS may be expected by good 

lives, for whom exclusively the Surplus is reserved. 
‘AMILY SETTLEMENTS. 

The system is thus specially suited for FAMILY 
PROVISIONS, on marriage or otherwise, by secur- 
ing, from the first, for the smallest present outlay, 
a competent Provision at the time when a family may 
be most dependent. 

THE FUNDS EXCEED £6,200,000, 
The Increase of Funds iu the last seven years has 
been greater than in any Office in the Kingdom. 
LOANS on LIFE INTERESTS and RKVERSIONS. 
17, King William-street, LONDON, E.C. 
HEAD OFFICE :—6, St. Andrew-square, EDINBURGH. 


= 
W INSURANCE COMPAN Y.—Established 1807 
Head Otfice— Exeter, London Office — 20, New 
Bridge-street, E.C. CAPITAL, £600,000, Fire Depart- 
ment—Risks of almost every description insured. 
Life Department—Special Feature: Combined Sys- 
tem of Life Assurance. LOAN DEPARTMENT—RE- 
VERSIONS; LIFE INTERESTS; GOOD PERSONAL 


SECUBITY. 
EDWARD H. SMITHETT, Secretary. 
Application for Agencies invited. 








